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Highlights 


47207  Presidential  Commission  on  Broadcasting  to 
Cuba  Executive  order 

47422,  Food  Assistance  Programs  USOA/FT^ 

47424  establishes  income  eligibility  criteria  and  income 

poverty  guidelines  for  the  special  supplemental  food 
program  for  women,  infants  and  children.  (Part  IV  of 
this  issue)  (2  documents) 

47236  Home  Insulation  FTC  announces  intent  to  reopen 
rulemaking  proceeding  on  affirmative  disclosure 
requirements  for  television  advertisements. 

47426  Hazardous  Waste  Management  EPA 

conditionally  exempts  samples  collected  for 
monitoring  or  testing  from  regulation.  (Part  V  of  this 
issue) 

47222  Air  PoHution  Control  EPA  establishes  NO, 

'  emission  standards  for  certain  1982-1984  model 

year  light-duty  diesel  vehicles. 

47408  Prescription  Drugs  HHS/FDA  revokes  temporary 
exemption  for  continued  marketing  of  certain 
products  for  dermatologic  use  and  proposes  to 
withdraw  approval  of  new  applications.  (Part  III  of 
this  issue) 
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Highlights 


47240  Human  Drugs  HHS/FDA  withdraws  proposal  to 
revise  disintegration  standard  for  erythromycin 
enteric-coated  tablets. 

47213  Agriculture  USDA/ASCS  amends  regulations  on 
determinations  of  acreage  and  compliance  under 
production  adjustment  and  marketing  quota 
programs. 

47231  Crop  Insurance  USDA/FCIC  proposes  multiple- 
crop  application  form. 

47215  Rural  Electrification  USDA/REA  issues 
modifications  and  alternate  bid  provisions  for 
certain  construction  contracts. 

47216  Natural  Gas~Agriculture  USD  A  removes 
definition  of  “process  fuel"  from  regulations 
certifying  essential  agricultural  uses  and 
requirements. 

47246,  Imports  CITA  issues  notices  on  certain  apparel 

47247  products  from  Pakistan,  the  People’s  Republic  of 
China,  and  Taiwan.  (3  documents] 

47245  Antidumping  Commerce/ITA  issues  early 
determination  of  duty  on  strontium  nitrate  from 
Italy.  . 

47364  Minimum  Wages  Labor/ESA/W&H  publishes 

minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
construction.  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

47249  imports  CITA  announces  import  restraint  level  for 
certain  wool  sweaters  from  Mauritius. 

47246  CITA  increases  level  of  restraint  for  certain  wool 
and  man-made  fiber  apparel  products  exported  from^ 
the  Polish  People's  Republic. 

47328  Privacy  Act  Document  NLRB 

47349  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

47364  Part  II,  Labor/ESA/W&H 

47408  Part  III,  HHS/FDA 

47422  Part  IV,  USDA/FNS 

47426  Part  V,  EPA 

47433  Part  VI,  EPA 
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The  President  '  ■  •  • 

EXECUTIVE  ORDERS  .  i  • 

47207  Cuba,  Presidential  Commission  on  Broadcasting  to 
(EO  12323) 

Executive  Agencies 

Administrative  Conference  of  United  States 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47244  Informal  Action  Committee 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

47215  Lemons  grown  in  Ariz,  and  Calif. 

Tobacco  inspection: 

47212  Maryland  broadleaf,  type  32;  grade  standards; 
sales  in  untied  form 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

RULES 

Marketing  quotas  and  acreage  allotments: 

47213  Acreage  determination  and  compliance;  interim 
rule 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  Service; 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service;  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation;  Food 
and  Nutrition  Service;  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

RULES 

Conduct  standards: 

47209  Ethics  in  Government  Act  of  1978;  conforming 
amendments 

47210  Financial  interest  statements  beyond  national 
office  personnel;  authority  delegation 

47210  Post-employment  activities  of  former  employees, 
administrative  enforcement 
Natural  gas;  essential  agricultural  uses; 
certification: 

47216  Process  fuel;  full  food  and  fiber  production; 
definition  removed 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

47244  Arboretum  National  Advisory  Council 

Senior  Executive  Service: 

47244  Performance  Review  Board;  membership 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 
Committee  for  Purchase  from 
NOTICES 

47250  Procurement  list,  1981;  additions  and  deletions 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47251  Alumax-Pacific  aluminum  reduction  plant, 
Umatilla,  Oreg. 


Commerce  Department 

See  International  Trade  Administration. 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 
NOTICES 

47349  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Navy  Department. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47250  Electron  Devices  Advisory  Group 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

47252  Alpar  Resources,  Inc. 

47254  Marshall  Pipe  &  Supply  Co. 

Natural  gas;  fuel  oil  displacement  certification 
applications: 

47253  Arizona  Public  Service  Co. 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

47327  Remington  Arms  Co.,  et  al. 

Employment  Standards  Administration 

NOTICES 

47364  Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Ala., 
Aric.,  Calif.,  Conn.,  D.C,  Hawaii.  Ind.,  Ky.,  La.,  Md., 
Miss.,  Nebr.,  N.Y.,  Okla.,  Oreg.,  Pa.,  R.I.,  Tenn., 
Texas,  Utah,  Va.,  &  Wash.) 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Boimeville  Power  Administration; 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration;  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings  and 
Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department;  Western  Area 
Power  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47250  Medium  Btu  industrial  fuel  gasification 
demonstration  plant  project;  Memphis.  Tenn. 

Meetings: 

47251  International  Energy  Agency  Industry  Advisory 
Board 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  pollution  control;  new  motor  vehicles  and 
engines: 

47222  Nitrogen  oxides  (NO,)  emission  standards; 

1982-1984  model  years  light-duty  diesel  vehicles 
Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

47219  Florida 

Air  quality  planning  purposes;  designation  of  areas: 

47220  Ohio  and  Indiana 


IV 
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Hazardous  waste: 

47433  Land  disposal  facilities,  interim  standards  for 
owners  and  operators;  and  permit  programs; 
interim  rule;  effective  date  conHrmed 
Hazardous  waste:  identification  and  listing: 

47426  Waste  and  other  samples  collected  for 

monitoring  or  testing  purposes;  exemption  from 
regulation 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  anc  exemptions,  etc.: 

47223  Glyphosate 

47224  O,  O-diethyl-O-phenylphosphorothioate 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

47241  West  Virginia;  extension  of  time 
Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 

47242  Glyphosate 
NOTICES 

Air  programs;  fuel  and  fuel  additives: 

47299  Anafuel  Unlimited;  waiver  application;  extension 

of  time 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

47299  Agency  statements;  review  and  comment  report 

availability 

47297  Agency  statements;  weekly  receipts 

Pesticide  registration,  cancellation,  etc.; 

47293  Carbophenothion 

47294  Disulfoton 

Pesticides;  experimental  use  permit  applications: 
47297  American  Cyanamid  Co.  et  al. 

47296  Chevron  Chemical  Co.  et  al. 

47297  Monanto  Co.  et  al. 

Pesticides;  temporary  tolerances: 

47294  BASF  Wyandotte  Corp, 

Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control; 

47295  Premanufacture  notices  receipts 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

RULES 

Radio  services,  special: 

47229  Radiotelephone  operators;  installation, 

maintenance,  and  repair  of  transmitting 
equipment;  license  requirements;  correction 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Radio  broadcasting: 

47243  Licensing  of  broadcasters;  character 
qualifications  policy;  extension  of  time 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47299  Alaska  Broadcasters  Association;  briefing 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

PROPOSED  RULES 

47231  Crop  insurance;  new  multiple-crop  application 
form,  and  list  of  “sunset  review"  dates 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  insurance;  communities  eligible  for  sale: 

47225  California  et  al. 

47227  Connecticut  et  al. 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978;  ceiling  prices  for 
high  cost  natural  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations;  various  States; 

47239  Colorado 


NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

47255  Alton  Hydro  Associates 

47286  Anvil  Power,  Inc. 

47287  Boston  Edison  Co. 

47255  Carbonic  Intrastate  Pipeline  Co.,  Inc. 

4.7287  Chevron,  U.S.A.,  Inc. 

47256  Cities  Service  Gas  Co. 

47256  Delta,  Colo. 

47288  Duke  Power  Co. 

47288  Edison  Sault  Electric  Co. 

47289  Florida  Power  &  Light  Co. 

47273  General  Energy  Development  Associates 

47289  Georgia  Power  Co. 

47257  Gillette,  Wyo. 

47274  Hydroelectric  Constructors,  Inc. 

47275  Hydroelectric  Constructors,  Inc.,  et  al. 

47289  Iowa  Public  Service  Co. 

47290  Kentucky  Utilities  Co. 

47290  Lockhart  Power  Co. 

47276  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp. 

47276  Louisiana  Resources  Co. 

47276  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 

47277  Modesto  Irrigation  District 

47290,  Montaup  Electric  Co.  (2  documentsl 

47291 

47291  New  England  Power  Co. 

47291  New  Orleans  Public  Service  Inc. 

47277  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp. 

47278  Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

47291  Raton  Natural  Gas  Co. 

47278,  Scott  Paper  Co.  (3  documents) 

47279 

47287  Seattle.  Wash. 

47281  Southeastern  Power  Administration 

47281  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

47282  Southwest  Gas  Corp. 

47282  Tehama  County  Flood  Control  and  Water 
Conservation  District 

47283  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (2  documents) 

47284  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Ca  et  al. 

47284  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

47285  Tule  River  Iqdian  Reservation 

47285  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 

47292  Washington  Water  Power  Co. 

Natural  gas  companies: 

47280,  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity; 

47288  applications,  abandonment  of  service  and 
petitions  to  amend  (2  documents) 

Natural  Gas  Policy'Act  of  1978: 

47258,  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (2 
47267  •  documents) 

Small  power  production  facilities;  qualifying  status; 
certification  applications,  etc.: 

47292  U.S.S.  Agri-Chemicals 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

47349  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

RULES 

47229  OMB  clearance  information;  control  numbers  and 
expiration  dates;  correction 
NOTICES 

Energy  and  environmental  statements:  availability, 
etc.: 

47299  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  and  California  United 

Terminals,  et  al.;  rental,  use  and  operation  of 
container  cranes,  etc. 
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Federal  Reserve  System 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

47300  American  National  Corp. 

47300  Bourbon  Bancshares,  Inc.  ;  >  : 

47300  Executive  Banking  Corp. 

47300  First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas,  Inc. 

47300  First  Etowah  Bancorp  Inc. 

47301  International  Bancshares  Corp. 

47301  Merchants  Capital  Corp. 

47301  Peoples  National  Corp.,  Inc. 

47301  Rio  Grande  Bancorp,  Inc. 

47301  Texas  Commerce  Bancshares,  Inc. 

47302  United  National  Bancorporation 

Federal  Trade  Commission 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Home  insulation,  labeling  and  advertising; 

47236  Television  advertising  disclosure  requirements; 

reopening  of  rulemaking  proceedings,  advance 
notice 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

47234  Onkyo  U.S.A.  Corp. 

NOTICES 

Premerger  notification  waiting  periods;  early 
terminations: 

47302  Wendy’s  International,  Inc. 

Fiscal  Service 
NOTICES 

Surety  companies  acceptable  on  Federal  bonds: 
47348  Acceptance  Insurance  Co. 

47348  Financial  Indemnity  Co. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

RULES  ' 

Public  entry  and  use: 

47230  Disturbing  violations  with  weapons;  CFR 
correction 
NOTICES 

Pipeline  applications: 

47306  Sabine  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  La. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
RULES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 

47218  Mebendazole  oral  paste 

Color  additives: 

47216  D&C  Violet  No.  2;  use  in  polydioxanone  synthetic 
absorbable  surgical  sutures;  effective  date 
confirmed 

Food  additives: 

47217  Octadecyl  3,  5-di-tert-butyl-4-hydroxy- 
hydrocinnamate  (2  documents) 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Human  drugs: 

47240  Erythromycin  enteric-coated  tablets; 

disintegration  standard;  withdrawn 
NOTICES 

Food  additives,  petitions  filed  or  withdrawn: 

47302  Ciba-Geigy  Corp. 

47302  Protein  Corp.  of  America 

Human  drugs; 

47408  Topical  anti-infective  products  for  dermatologic 

use;  drug  efficacy  study  implementation; 
exemption  revocation,  hearing  opportunity 


Meetings: 

47303  Consumer  information  exchange 

47303  Telecommimications  equipment,  procedures  and 
guidelines  for  operation,  maintenance,  and 
protection;  memorandum  of  understanding  with 
Mississippi  State  Board  of  Health 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

RULES 

Child  nutrition  programs: 

47422  Women,  infants,  and  children;  special 

supplemental  food  program;  income  eligibility 
criteria 
NOTICES 

Child  nutrition  programs: 

47424  Women,  infants,  and  children;  special  ' 

supplemental  food  program;  eligibility,  income 
poverty  guidelines 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Food  and  Drug  Administration;  Health  Services 
Administration;  National  Institutes  of  Health: 

Public  Health  Service. 

Health  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

47304  Advisory  committee  reports,  annual;  availability 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception; 

47292  Decisions  and  orders 

Interior  Department 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Land  Management 
Bureau;  Reclamation  Bureau. 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Antidumping;  __ ' 

.47245  Strontium  nitrate  from  Italy 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

Motor  carriers: 

47315  Compensated  intercorporate  hauling  operations: 

intent  to  engage  in 

47311,  Finance  applications  (2  documents] 

47313 

47319,  Permanent  authority  applications  (2  documents) 

47320 

47317  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 

removals 
Rail  carriers: 

47310  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  Co.;  contract  tariff 

exemption 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
47310  Union  Pacific  Corp.  et  al.;  pooling  agreement 

Labor  Department 

See  also  ^ployment  and  Training  Administration; 
Employment  Standards  Administration;  Labor- 
Management  Services  Administration; 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration. 


VI 


47328 
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47349 


47219 
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47331 
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NOTICES 

47331 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co.  et  al.  (2  documents) 

Adjustment  assistance  (Editorial  note:  See  entries 

47332 

Portland  General  Electric  Co.  et  al. 

under  Employment  and  Training  Administration) 

47332 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  ^ 

Meetings: 

International  Labor  Organization.  President’s 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

Committee 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Labor-Management  Services  Administration 

47241 

Health  and  safety  standards: 

Employee  exposure  and  medical  records,  access; 

PROPOSED  RULES 

interim  modihcation;  extension  of  time 

Hospital,  employee  protection  program;  procedures 

and  guidelines  for  determining  fair  and  equitable 

Personnel  Management  Office 

arrangements  covering  employees  affected  by 

RULES 

discontinuance  of  unneeded  hospital  services: 

47209 

Retired  Federal  employees  health  benfits  program; 

withdrawn 

technical  amendments 

Land  Management  Bureau 

Postal  Rate  Commission 

NOTICES 

NOTICES 

Classification  of  lands:  ^  J 

Mail  classification  schedules: 

Arizona;  correction 

47333 

Electronic  proposal,  1978;  remanded  proceeding; 

Exchange  of  public  lands  for  private  land: 

acceptance  of  certiffcation  and  motion  for  oral 

Oregon 

argument  granted 

Management  framework  plans,  review  and 

supplement,  etc.: 

Postal  Service 

Colorado 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

47349, 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents) 

Lewistown  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board  (2 

47350 

documents] 

Safford  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

Public  Health  Service 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed. 

NOTICES 

etc.: 

National  toxicology  program: 

Arizona 

47305 

Cytembena,  di(2-ethylhexyl]adipate,  and 

Nevada;  correction 

caprolactam;  cancer  bioassay  reports 

Merit  Systems  Protection  Board 

Reclamation  Bureau 

NOTICES 

NOTICES 

Organization,  fimctions,  and  authority  delegations: 

Contract  negotiations: 

Secretary;  subpoenas  or  other  judicial  order  for 

47309 

Truckee-Carson  Irrigation  District  et  al.,  Calif. 

official  record,  etc. 

and  Nev.;  Newlands  and  Washoe  Projects 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

47309 

Meetings: 

Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity  Control  Advisory 

NOTICES 

Council 

Meetings: 

Biomedical  Library  Review  Committee 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

General  Research  Support  Review  Committee 

RULES 

Minority  Access  to  Research  Careers  Review 

- 

Electric  borrowers: 

Committee 

47215 

Construction  methods  and  purchase  of  materials 

Research  Resources  National  Advisory  Council 

and  equipment  (Bulletin  40-6);  supplement 

National  Labor  Relations  Board 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Telephone  borrowers; 

NOTICES 

47234 

Electronic  equipment  housings  specification 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records;  annual  publication 

(Bulletin  345-79) 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

NOTICES 

47244 

KAMO  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Navy  Department 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

NOTICES 

RULES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Navigation;  COLREGS  compliance  exemptions: 

47333 

Centennial  Tax  Exempt  Trust 

USS  Scott 

47340 

Frank  Russell  Investment  Co. 

47344 

Nuveen  Municipal  Bond  Fund,  Inc. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

47350 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

NOTICES 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 

Applications,  etc.: 

changes: 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co.  et  al. 

47335, 

,  Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc.  (4 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  et  al.  _ 

47346 

documents) 

Duke  Power  Co. 

47343 

National  Securities  Clearing  Corp. 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co.  et  al. 

47347 

New  England  Securities  Depository  Trust  Co. 
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47346  Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Inc. 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 

NOTICES 

Cotton  textiles: 

47247  China 

47247  Pakistan 

Wool  and  man-made  textiles; 

47248  Poland 
Wool  textiles; 

47249  Mauritius 

47246  Taiwan 

Treasury  Departnoent 

See  Fiscal  Service. 

Western  Area  Power  Administration 
NOTICES 

Power  marketing  plans; 

47293  Final  allocation  criteria,  application  format,  and 

renewal  of  contracts;  correction 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF  UNITED  STATES 

47244  Informal  Action  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open).  10-15-81 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

47250  Electron  Devices  Advisory  Group,  Working  Group 
C — ^Mainly  Imaging  and  Display,  Minneapolis, 

Minn,  (closed),  10-26-61 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

47251  International  Energy  Agency,  Industry  Advisory 
Board,  Subcommittee  A,  Paris,  France  (closed), 
10-5-81 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
47299  Alaska  Broadcasters  Association,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  9-28-81 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

47303  Consumer  exchange  ineeting,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  10-5-81 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

Bethesda,  Md.  (all  sessions  partially  open)  (4 
documents): 

47304  Biomedical  Library  Review  Committee.  11-9  and 
11-10-81;  Medical  Library  Resource  Improvement 
Grant  Applications  Review  Subcommittee, 
11-11-81; 

47304  General  Research  Support  Review  Committee, 
11-12  and  11-13-81; 

47305  Minority  Access  to  Research  Careers  Review 
Committee,  11-9  and  11-10-81; 

47305  Research  Resources  National  Advisory  Council, 
10-15  and  10-16-81 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau —  , 

47308  Cross  Mountain  Wilderness  Study  Area,  Denver. 

Colo.,  10-20-81;  Craig,  Colo.,  10-22-81  (all  sessions 
open) 

47306  Lewistown  District  Advisory  Council,  Billings. 

Mont,  (open),  10-21  and  10-22-81 
47306  Lewistown  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
Billings,  Mont,  (open),  10-22  and  10-23-81 

47308  Safford  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  Safford, 
Ariz.  ^open),  10-30-81 

Reclamation  Bureau — 

47309  Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity  Control  Advisory  • 
Council,  Yuma,  Ariz.  (open),  10-27-81 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

47328  International  Labor  Organization,  President’s 
Committee.  Washington,  D.C.  (closed).  10-9-81 

RESCHEDULED  MEETING 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Western  Area  Power  Administration — 

47293  Power  marketing  plan,  Sacramento,  Calif,  (open), 
10-8-81  rescheduled  for  10-15-81 

HEARING 

POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

47333  Electronic  mail  classification,  Washington,  D.C., 
9-25-81;  prehearing  conference  rescheduled  from 
9-21-81  to  10-1-81 
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Presidential  Documents 


TiUe  3— 

The  President 


Executive  Order  12323  of  September  22,  1981 

Presidential  Commission  on  Broadcasting  to  Cuba 


By  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  in  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I),  and  in  order  to  create  a  commission  to  develop 
recommendations  with  respect  to  broadcasting  of  information  and  ideas  to 
Cuba,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

Section  1.  Establishment,  (a)  There  is  established  the  Presidential  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Broadcasting  to  Cuba. 

(b)  The  Commission  shall  be  composed  of  11  members  appointed  by  the 
President  from  among  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  The  President  shall  designate  one  of  the  members  to  be  the  Chairman. 

(d)  There  shall  be  a  three  member  Executive  Committee  of  the  Commission 
which  shall  be  composed  of  the  Chairman  and  two  other  members  elected  by 
the  Commission. 

Sec.  2.  Functions. 

(a)  The  Commission  shall  develop  a  recommended  plan  for  radio  broadcasting 
intended  for  transmission  to  Cuba.  The  purpose  of  the  plan  shall  be  to 
promote  open  communication  of  information  and  ideas  to  Cuba  and  in  particu¬ 
lar  broadcasting  to  the  Cuban  people  of  accurate  information  about  Cuba. 

(b)  The  Commission  shall  examine  issues  related  to  effectively  carrying  out 
such  a  plan  for  radio  broadcasting  to  Cuba.  These  shall  include,  but  not  be 
limited  to,  possible  program  content,  information  gathering,  writing  and  edit¬ 
ing  needs,  staffing  requirements,  legal  structure  for  a  broadcasting  organiza¬ 
tion,  proposed  legislation,  sample  budgets,  and  the  location,  structure  and 
function  of  possible  broadcasting  stations. 

(c)  The  Commission  may  conduct  studies,  inquiries,  hearings,  and  meetings  as 
it  deems  necessary.  It  may  assemble  and  disseminate  information,  and  issue 
reports  and  other  publications.  It  may  also  coordinate,  sponsor,  or  oversee 
projects,  studies,  events  and  other  activities  that  it  deems  necessary  or 
desirable  for  development  of  a  recommended  program  of  broadcasting  to 
Cuba. 

(d)  The  Executive  Committee  may  coordinate  the  work  of  the  Commission  and 
may  act  on  behalf  of  the  whole  Commission. 

(e)  The  Commission  shall  submit  its  recommendations  and  frnal  report  to  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  State  no  later  than  October  1, 1982. 

Sec.  3.  Administration. 

(a)  Members  of  the  Commission  who  are  not  otherwise  Government  employ¬ 
ees  shall  serve  without  any  compensation  for  their  work  on  the  Commission. 
However,  all  members  shall  be  entitled  to  travel  expenses,  including  per  diem 
in  lieu  of  subsistence,  as  authorized  by  law  (5  U.S.C.  5701-5707). 

(b)  The  heads  of  Executive  agencies  shall,  to  the  extent  permitted  by  law, 
provide  the  Commission  such  information  and  advice  with  respect  to  radio 
broadcasting  to  Cuba  as  the  Commission  may  require  for  the  piupose  of 
carrying  out  its  functions. 

(c)  Expenses  of  the  Commission  shall  be  paid  from  funds  available  to  the 
Secretary  of  State. 
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Sec.  4.  General 

(a)  Notwithstanding  any  other  Executive  order,  the  functions  of  the  President 
under  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  as  amended  [5  U.S.C.  App.  I), 
which  are  applicable  to  the  Commission,  except  that  of  reporting  annually  to 
the  Congress,  shall  be  performed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  accordance  with 
guidelines  and  procedures  established  by  the  Administrator  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices. 

(b)  The  Commission  shall  terminate  on  October  1,  1982,  or  60  days  after 
submitting  its  final  report,  whichever  is  earlier, 


crvA-nAi^ 

THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 

September  22,  1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-28095 
Filed  9-24-81;  10:00  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documerits  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

SCFRPart891 

Retired  Federal  Employees  Healtti 
Benefits;  Nomenclature  Change 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  is  making  nomenclature 
changes  to  its  regulations  on  the  Retired 
Federal  Employees  Health  Benefits 
Program  to  replace  references  to  "he" 
and  “his”  with  the  combined  forms  "he/ 
she”  and  "his/her”.  This  is  a  technical 
change  only  and  does  not  affect  the 
substance  of  the  regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Beverly  McCain  Jones,  (202)  254-7086. 
Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Beverly  McCain  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

Accordingly,  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  is  making  the  following 
nomenclature  changes  to  Part  891  of 
Title  5  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations: 

PART  891-4IETIRED  FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES  HEALTH  BENEFITS 
[AMENDED! 

In  Part  891,  all  references  to  "he”  are 
replaced  with  the  combined  form  "he/ 
she”  and  all  references  to  "his”  are 
replaced  with  the  combined  form  "his/ 
her”. 

(5  U.S.C.  8913] 

|FR  Doc.  81-27S12  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  ani| 

BILUMO  CODE  632S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  oMhe  Secietary 
7  CFR  Part  0 

Employee  Responsibilities  and 
Conduct 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  USDA. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  amends  the 
conduct  regulations  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  make  them  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Ethics  in 
Government  Act  of  1978,  as  amended. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  C  Sleight,  Employee  Relations 
Specialist,  C^ce  of  Personnel,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  19-W. 
14th  and  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-7654. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Ethics  in  Government  Act  of  1978,  as 
amended,  revised  the  restrictions  on  the 
post-employment  activities  of  Federal 
employees.  The  purpose  of  this 
document  is  to  conform  the  conduct 
regulations  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  the  provisions  of  the  law. 
The  regulations  merely  restate  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  law  relating 
to  post-employment  activity  of  Federal 
employees.  They  do  not  add  any 
additional  burden  or  responsibility  on 
former  employees. 

This  rule  relates  to  agency  personnel 
management.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedtues 
with  respect  thereto  are  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  this  rule 
effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federd  Register. 
Further,  since  this  rule  relates  to  agency 
personnel  management,  it  is  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  Lastly,  this  action  is  not  a  rule  as 
defined  by  Pub.  L  98-354,  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  and  thus  is 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  that  Act. 

PART  0— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

Accordingly.  Part  0,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  0.735-14  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)(5)  and  (a)(6),  by 


redesignating  paragraph  (a)(7)  as  (a)(9), 
and  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (a)(7) 
and  (a)(8)  to  read  as  follows: 

§0.735-14  Conflict  of  interest 

(а)  *  *  * 

(5)  He  or  she  may  not  after  his  or  her 
Government  employment  has  ended, 
represent  any  other  person  (other  than 
the  United  States),  in  any  formal  or 
informal  appearance  before,  or  with  the 
intent  to  influence,  make  any 
communication  on  behalf  of  any  otlm 
person:  (i)  to  the  United  States,  (ii)  in 
connection  with  any  particular 
Government  matter  involving  a  specific 
party,  in  which  the  United  States  is  a 
party  or  has  an  interest  and  in  which  he 
or  she  participated  personally  and 
substantially  as  a  Government 
employee  (18  U.S.C.  207(a)); 

(б)  He  or  she  may  not,  within  two 
years  after  his  or  her  Government 
employment  has  ended,  represent  any 
other  person  (other  than  the  United 
States),  in  any  formal  or  informal 
appearance  before,  or  with  the  intent  to 
iiifluence,  make  any  communication  on 
behalf  of  any  other  person;  (i)  to  the 
United  States,  (ii)  in  connection  with 
any  particular  Government  matter 
involving  a  specific  party,  in  which  the 
United  States  is  a  party  or  has  an 
interest  and  which  was  actually  pending 
under  his -or  her  official  responsibility 
within  a  period  of  one  year  prior  to  the 
termination  of  such  responsibility  (18 
U.S.a  207(b)(i)); 

(7)  He  or  she  may  not,  having  been 
employed  and  as  specified  in  18  U.S.C. 
207(d),  as  a  high  Government  official,  for 
two  years  after  his  or  her  Government 
employment  has  ended,  aid,  coimsel, 
advise,  consult,  or  assist  in  representing 
any  other  person  (other  than  the  United 
States)  by  personal  presence  at  any  " 
formal  or  informal  appearance;  (i)  before 
the  United  States,  (ii)  in  connection  with 
any  particular  Government  matter 
involving  a  specific  party,  (iii)  in  which 
he  or  she  participated  personally  and 
substantially  for  the  Government  (18 
U.S.C.  207(b)(ii)); 

(8)  He  or  she  may  not,  having  been 
employed  and  as  specified  in  18  U.S.C. 
207(d),  as  a  high  Government  official 
(other  than  a  special  Government 
employee  who  serves  for  fewer  than 
sixty  days  in  a  calendar  year)  for  one 
year  after  his  or  her  Government 
employment  has  ended,  represent 
anyone  (other  than  the  United  States)  in 
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any  formal  or  informal  appearance 
before,  or  with  the  intent  to  influence, 
make  any  communication  on  behalf  of 
anyone  to  the  department  or  agency  in 
which  he  or  she  was  employed,  in 
connection  with  any  particular 
Government  matter,  whether  or  not 
involving  a  specific  party,  which  is 
pending  before  that  department  or 
agency  or  in  which  such  department  or 
agency  has  a  direct  and  substantial 
interest  (18  U.S.C  207(c)).  The  above 
prohibition  shall  not  apply  to 
communications  or  representations 
made  by  a  former  employee — 

(i)  Vy^o  is  an  elected  official  of  a  State 
or  local  government;  or 

(ii)  Whose  principal  occupation  is 
with — 

(A)  An  agency  or  instrumentality  of  a 
State  or  local  government, 

(B)  An  accredited  institution  of  higher 
education,  or 

(C)  A  hospital  or  medical  research 
organization  when  the  representation  or 
communication  is  made  on  behalf  of 
such  government,  institution,  hospital  or 
organization  (18  U.S.tl.  207(d)(2)). 

(Executive  Order  11222  of  May  8, 1965.  30  FR 
6469;  5  CFR  735.104) 

Dated:  September  22, 1981. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
pit  Doc.  Bl-27Bae  Filed  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-01-M 

7CFRPartO 

Employee  Responsibilities  and 
Conduct 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  USDA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
conduct  regulations  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  authorize  the  Director 
of  Personnel  to  allow  delegation  of 
review  and  determination  authority  for 
financial  interest  statements  beyond 
national  office  personnel. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  C.  Sleight,  Employee  Relations 
Specialist,  Office  of  Personnel,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  lO-W, 
14th  and  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-7654. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
relates  to  agency  personnel 
management.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedures 
with  respect  thereto  are  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  this  rule 


effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Further,  since  this  rule  relates  to  agency 
personnel  management,  it  is  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  Lastly,  this  action  is  not  a  rule  as 
defined  by  Pub.  L.  96-354,  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  and  thus  is 
exempt  fi^m  the  provisions  of  that  Act. 

PART  0— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

Accordingly,  Part  0,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  0.735-42  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (j)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  0.735-42  Review  of  statements  and 
determination  of  conflicting  interests. 
**«■** 

(j)  Where  special  circumstances  exist, 
the  Director  of  Personnel  may  grant,  in 
writing,  an  exception  to  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (c)(1)  of  this 
section  to  allow  delegation  of  review 
and  determination  authority  to  others 
than  national  office  officials. 

(Executive  Order  11222  of  May  8, 1965,  30  FR 
6469;  5  CFR  735.104) 

Dated:  September  22, 1981. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.  61-27888  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-01-M 

7  CFR  Part  0 

Employee  Responsibilities  and 
Conduct 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  is  amending  its  conduct 
regulations  to  provide  procedures 
concerning  the  administrative 
enforcement  of  restrictions  on  the  post¬ 
employment  activities  of  former  USDA 
employees.  The  regulations  establish  the 
procedures  that  will  be  used  in  the 
Department  to  investigate  possible 
violations  of  the  post-employment 
restrictions  contained  in  18  U.S.C.  207 
and  to  take  appropriate  disciplinary 
action  against  individuals  found  guilty 
of  such  violations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  C.  Sleight  (Office  of  Personnel), 
United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  14-W,  14th  and 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-7654. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
8, 1981,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
published  a  proposed  rule  to  establish 
administrative  proceedings  for  post¬ 
employment  violations.  Title  V  of  the 
Ethics  in  Government  Act  of  1978,  as 
amended  (Pub.  L  95-521,  Pub.  L.  96-28), 
imposed  new  restrictions  on  the  post¬ 
employment  activities  of  former  federal 
employees  (18  U.S.C.  207),  Agencies  are 
responsible  for  enforcing  these 
restrictions  and  for  bringing 
administrative  proceedings  against 
individuals  suspected  of  violating  them. 
(18  U.S.C.  207(j),  5  CFR  737.27).  The 
proposed  regulations  set  forth  the 
procedures  that  will  be  used  in  the 
Department  to  initiate  and  administer 
such  proceedings  in  post-employment 
situations.  The  regulations  spell  out  the 
steps  involved  in  investigating  possible 
violations  of  18  U.S.C.  207,  specify  the 
defense  and  appeal  rights  of  accused 
individuals,  and  establish  the  sanctions 
that  will  be  taken  against  former 
employees  who  are  found  guilty  of 
improper  post-enqiloyment  activities. 

No  comments  were  received 
concerning  this  proposed  rule.  However, 
the  words  “or  respondent,”  which  were 
inadvertently  omitted  in  the  proposed 
rule,  are  added  to  §  0.735-63  concerning 
ex-parte  communications,  thus  making 
both  parties  subject  to  the  restrictions  of 
that  section. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  7 
CFR  Part  0  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
Subpart  D  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  0— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

Subpart  D— Administrative  Enforcement  of 
Restriction  on  Post-Employment  Activities 

Sec. 

0.735-51  Purpose. 

0.735-52  Notice  of  violation. 

0.735-53  Initiation  of  administrative  action. 
0.735-54  Hearing  officer. 

0.735-55  Department  representative. 
0.735-56  Time,  date  and  place  of  hearing. 
0.735-57  Representation. 

0.735-58  Ri^ts  of  parties  at  hearing. 
0.735-59  Oaths  and  rules  of  evidence. 
0.735-60  Transcript. 

0.735-61  Briefs  and  discovery. 

0.735-62  Open  hearings. 

0.735-63  Ex-parte  communications. 

0.735-64  Administrative  record. 

0.735-65  Burden  of  proof. 

0.735-66  Initial  decision. 

0.735-67  Appeal. 

0.735-68  Final  decision. 

0.735-69  Sanctions. 

0.735-70  Finality. 

Authority:  18  U.S.C.  207(j). 
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Subpart  D— Adminiatrative 
Enforcement  of  Restriction  on  Post- 
Employment  Activities 

§  0.735-51  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to  set 
forth  regulations  governing 
administrative  enforcement  of  the 
prohibitions  on  post-employment 
activities  contained  in  18  U.S.G.  207. 

§0.735-52  Notice  of  violation. 

Whenever  there  is  reasonable  cause 
to  believe  that  a  former  employee  has 
violated  the  provisions  of  18  U.S.C.  207, 
an  investigation  and  referral  of  the 
matter  to' die  Department  of  Justice  for 
possible  prosecution  shall  be  made  in 
accordance  with  applicable  regulations 
and  Department  procedures.  A  copy  of 
such  referral  shall  be  provided  to  the 
Office  of  Government  Ethics.  Thereafter 
any  action  to  be  taken  by  the 
Department  shall  be  coordinated  with 
the  Department  of  Justice  unless  the 
Department  of  Justice  declines  to 
prosecute. 

§  0.735-53  Initiation  of  administrative 
action. 

Whenever  the  Director  of  Personnel 
has  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  a 
former  employee  of  the  Department  has 
committed  acts  which  violate  18  U.S.C. 
207  (a),  (b),  or  (c)  he  or  she  shall  initiate 
administrative  action  pursuant  to  this 
subpart  by  notifying  such  employee 
(hereinafter  respondent],  in  writing  that: 

(a)  Action  is  being  instituted  against 
him  or  her  pursuant  to  this  subpart  as  a 
result  of  allegations  of  a  violation  or 
violations  of  18  U.S.C.  207.  The 
respondent  shall  be  informed  of  the 
allegations  and  the  basis  for  them  in 
sufficient  detail  to  prepare  an  adequate 
defense; 

(b)  He  or  she  may  request  a  hearing  in 
writing  within  15  working  days  by 
addressing  the  request  to  the  Director  of 
Personnel  of  the  Department; 

(c)  In  the  absence  of  such  a  request, 
the  Director  of  Personnel  shall  decide 
the  matter  on  its  merits  based  upon  the 
evidence  gathered  to  date;  and 

(d)  The  respondent  may  elect  to 
supply  a  written  rebuttal  to  the 
allegations  in  lieu  of  requesting  a 
hearing.  Such  material  shall  be 
incorporated  in  the  record  and  reviewed 
by  the  Director  of  Personnel  prior  to 
reaching  a  determination  on  the  matter. 

§0.735-54  Hearing  officer. 

If  the  respondent,  after  receiving 
notice  of  action  imder  this  subpart, 
requests  a  hearing,  the  Secretary  shall 
appoint  a  hearing  officer  for  the  matter, 
liie  hearing  officer  shall  be  an 
individual  who  has  not  been  involved  in 


any  of  the  events  specified  in  the 
allegations  and  who  did  not  participate 
in  the  investigation  of  the  allegations,  or 
the  decision  to  institute  the  proceeding, 
or  the  referrEkl  of  the  matter,  if  any,  to 
the  Department  of  Justice.  The  hearing 
officer  shall  be  an  individual  with 
suitable  experience  and  training  to* 
conduct  the  hearing,  reach  a 
determination  and  render  an  initial 
decision  in  an  equitable  manner. 

§  0.735-55  Department  representative. 

The  Director  of  Personnel  sliall 
appoint  a  Department  representative, 
(hereinafter  petitioner)  to  present 
evidence  and  otherwise  participate  in 
the  hearing. 

§  0.735-56  Time,  date  and  place  of 
hearing. 

The  hearing  shall  be  held  at  a  time 
and  place  specified  by  the  hearing 
officer.  The  hearing  officer  shall  give 
due  regard  in  setting  a  hearing  date  to: 

(a)  Allowing  the  respondent  adequate 
time  to  prepare  a  defense  properly:  and 

(b)  Providing  the  respondent  an 
expeditious  resolution  of  allegations 
that  may  be  damaging  to  his  or  her 
reputation. 

§  0.735-57  Representation. 

Respondent  shall  be  entitled  to  appear 
personally,  or  to  appear  through  or  be 
accompanied  by  a  representative,  at  the 
hearing. 

§  0.735-58  Rights  of  parties  at  hearing. 

Petitioner  and  respondent  shall  be 
entitled  to  introduce,  examine  and  cross 
examine  witnesses,  submit  evidence,, 
and  present  oral  arguments. 

§  0.735-59  Oaths  and  rules  of  evidence. 

All  testimony  shall  be  taken  under 
oath.  The  hearing  officer  shall  conduct 
the  hearing  so  as  to  bring  out  pertinent 
facts,  including  the  production  of 
pertinent  documents.  Rules  of  evidence 
shall  not  be  applied  strictly,  but  the 
hearing  officer  shall  exclude  irrelevant 
or  unduly  repetitious  evidence. 

§  0.735-60  Transcript 

The  hearing  officer  shall  cause  a 
transcript  to  be  made  of  the  hearing  and 
a  copy  of  it  shall  be  made  available  to 
petitioner  and  to  respondent 

§  0.735-61  Briefs  and  discovery. 

There  shall  be  no  discovery  prior  to 
the  hearing,  nor  shall  any  briefs  be 
submitted,  absent  specific  request  of  the 
hearing  officer. 

§  0.735-62  Open  hearing. 

All  hearings  shOll  be  open  to  the 
public  unless  closed  for  good  cause  by 
the  hearing  officer.  Such  a  finding  shall 


be  made  a  part  of  the  record  by  the 
hearing  officer. 

§  0.735-63  Ex-parte  communications. 

Neither  petitioner  or  respondent,  nor 
any  representative  thereof,  shall  m€d(e 
any  ex-parte  communications  to  the 
hearing  officer  concerning  merits  of  the 
allegations  against  respondent  prior  to 
the  issuance  of  his  or  her  initial 
decision. 

§  0.735-64  Administrative  record. 

The  record  of  any  proceeding  shall 
consist  of  the  statement  of  allegations 
conveyed  to  respondent,  the  transcript 
of  the  testimony  at  the  hearing,  the 
documents  and  other  evidence  produced 
and  made  a  p£irt  of  the  record  at  the 
hearing,  all  pleadings  and  the  initial 
decision  of  the  hearing  officer. 

§  0.735-65  Burden  of  proof. 

The  petitioner  shall  have  the  burden 
of  proof  in  this  proceeding  and  must 
establish  a  violation  by  substantial 
evidence. 

§0.735-66  Initial  decision. 

Within  30  days  of  the  termination  of 
the  hearing,  the  hearing  officer  shall 
issue  an  initial  decision  on  the  matter.  In 
his  or  her  initial  decision,  he  or  she  shall 
set  forth  all  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  relevant  to  the 
matters  at  issue. 

§0.735-67  AppeaL 

Within  15  days  of  the  date  of  receipt 
of  the  initial  decision  either  party  may 
appeal  the  initial  decision  or  any  portion 
thereof  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration,  in  writing,  pointing  to 
errors  in  the  findings  of  fact  or 
conclusions  of  law  contained  in  the 
initial  decision.  The  opposing  party  shall 
have  ten  days  after  receipt  of  a  copy  of 
the  appeal  to  reply. 

§  0.735-68  Final  decision. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  shall  accept  or  reject  the 
findings  and  conclusions  of  the  hearing 
officer.  This  decison  shall  be  based 
solely  upon  the  record  of  the  proceeding 
and  ffie  letters  of  the  parties 
commenting  on  the  initial  decision. 
Neither  party  shall  make  any  ex-parte 
communication  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  appeal  prior  to 
issuance  of  his  or  her  final  decision. 

§0.735-69  Sanctions. 

In  event  of  a  finding,  not  overturned 
on  appeal,  of  a  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  207, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  may:  (a)  Prohibit  the 
respondent  from  making,  on  behalf  of 
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any  other  person  (except  the  United 
States)  any  formal  or  informal 
appearance  before,  or,  with  the  intent  to 
influence,  any  oral  or  written 
communication  to  the  Department  on 
any  matter  of  business  for  a  period  not 
to  exceed  five  years,  which  may  be 
accomplished  by  directing  Department  ^ 
employees  to  refuse  to  participate  in  any 
such  appearances  or  to  accept  any  such 
communications;  and 
(b)  Take  other  appropriate 
disciplinary  action. 

§0.735-70  Finality. 

There  shall  be  no  appeal  within  the 
Department  from  the  decisions  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration 
made  pursuant  to  this  subpart 
Dated:  September  22, 1981. 
lohn  R.  Block, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

|FR  Doc.  B1..27887  HJed  O-Zt-Ul;  BAS  am) 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  29 

U.S.  Type  32  Maryland  Broadleaf 
Tobacco  Salee  of  Maryland  Tc^aoco  in 
Untied  Form 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Official  Standard  Grades 
for  Maryland  Tobacco,  U.S.  Type  32 
(grown  and  marketed  primarily  in  that 
State  with  small  quantities  grown  in 
Virginia  and  North  Carolina  but  not 
customarily  marketed  in  Maryland)  are 
hereby  amended  to  permit  Maryland 
tobacco,  heretofore  eligible  for  all 
official  grades  only  when  marketed  tied- 
in-hands,  to  be  also  eligible  for  all 
official  grades  when  marked  untied  in 
unlimited  quantities  on  sheets,  baskets, 
or  1x2x3  feet  bales. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  T.  Donovan,  Acting  Director, 
Tobacco  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C  20250  (202)  447-2567, 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice 
was  given  (46  FR  22002,  April  15, 1981) 
that  the  Department  was  considering  a 
modification  of  the  Official  Standard 
Grades  for  Maryland  Broadleaf 
Tobacco,  U.S.  Type  32,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act  of  1935  (49  Stat.  731; 
U.S.C.  511  et.  seg.). 

Customarily,  Maryland  tobacco  has 
been  marketed  in  hand-tied  bundles  and 


there  is  a  relatively  higher  percentage  of 
the  labor  used  for  market  preparation 
than  is  used  in  harvesting  the  crop. 
Mechanical  harvesting  has  not 
progressed  as  rapidly  in  air-cured  types 
as  it  has  in  flue-cured  types  because  of  a 
stalk-cured  rather  than  leaf-cured 
product 

Loose  leaf  sales  of  Maryland  tobacco 
offer  potential  cost  savings  to  farmers. 
Without  innovations  in  the  market 
preparation  process,  less  efficient 
producers  could  be  forced  out  of 
tobacco  production  based  strictly  on  the 
nonvailability  of  low-cost  labor  supply. 
An  experimental  program,  allowing 
producers  to  market  their  tobacco  in 
1x2x3  feet  bales,  conducted  in  the 
burley  producting  region  during  the  last 
3  years  has  a  far-reaching  effect  on 
sentiments  of  producers  in  Msuyland. 
Burley  and  Maryland  tobaccos  are 
companion  types  because  of  the 
similarities  in  the  curing  and  marketing 
processes. 

Based  on  requests  from  the  Maryland 
tobacco  indus^,  the  Department 
proposed  that  Federal  graders  apply 
official  grades  to  unlimited  quantities  of 
untied  Maryland  tobacco  packed 
straight  on  sheets  or  baskets  or  in  1x2x3 
feet  bales  and  offered  for  sale  at  auction 
centers  throughout  the  entire  Maryland 
production  area. 

Section  29.3280  of  the  regulations 
requires  graders  to  apply  a  grade  of  No- 
G  to  any  lot  of  tobacco  which  is  nested, 
needs  rework,  off  type,  semi-cured; 
tobacco  that  is  damaged  20  percent  or 
more,  abnormally  dirty,  or  extremely 
wet  or  watered;  or  tobacco  that  contains 
foreign  matter  or  has  an  odor  foreign  to 
the  type.  This  definition  would  remain 
unchanged. 

Section  29.3287  of  the  regulations 
currently  defines  “rework"  as  “Any  lot 
of  tobacco  which  needs  to  be  resorted  or 
otherwise  reworked  to  prepare  it 
properly  for  market  in  the  manner  which 
is  customary  in  the  type  area,  induding: 
(a)  Tobacco  which  is  so  mixed  that  it 
cannot  be  classified  properly  in  any 
grade  of  the  type,  because  the  lot 
contains  a  substantial  quantity  of  two  or 
more  distinctly  different  grades  which 
should  be  separated  by  sorting;  (b) 
tobacco  \duch  contains  an  abnormally 
large  quantity  of  foreign  matter  or  an 
imusual  number  of  muddy  or  extremely 
dirty  leaves  which  should  be  removed; 
and  (c)  tobacco  not  tied  in  hands,  not 
packed  straight,  not  properly  tied,  or 
otherwise  not  properly  prepared  for 
market.” 

During  the  period  allowed  for  public 
comment,  three  comments  were 
received,  all  in  favor  of  the 
Department’s  proposal  to  market 
Maryland,  Type  32,  in  the  traditional 


hand-tied  bundles  or  untied  on  sheets, 
baskets,  or  approximately  1x2x3  feet 
bales.  Two  Farm  Bureau  organizations, 
representing  producers,  stated  strong 
support  for  the  proposed  rule  change. 
One  buyer  organization  also  stated 
support  for  the  proposal  and,  further, 
recommended  the  use  of  bales  as  the 
untied  package  for  marketing  Maryland 
tobacco. 

Based  on  experience  gained  in  the 
grading  of  Maryland  tobacco  in  various 
marketing  forms  during  the  1981 
marketing  season,  the  enthusiasm  and 
participation  of  producers  for  the  first 
season,  and  the  strong  support  . 
registered  by  commentors,  the 
Department  is  hereby  amending  the 
regulations  to  redefine  the  term 
“rework”  in  §  29.3287  to  read  as  follows: 
“Any  lot  of  tobacco  which  is  (a)  so 
mixed  that  it  cannot  be  classified 
properly  in  any  grade  of  the  type 
because  the  lot  contains  a  substantial 
quantity  of  two  or  more  distinctly 
different  grades;  and  (b)  not  packed 
straight  or  otherwise  not  properly 
prepared  for  market.” 

This  revised  definition  no  longer 
requires  Maryland  tobacco  to  be 
marketed  “in  the  manner  which  is 
customary  for  the  area  type”,  nor  that 
the  tobacco  be  tied  in  hands.  Tobacco 
which  “contains  an  abnormally  large 
quantity  of  foreign  matter  or  an  unusual 
number  of  muddy  or  extremely  dirty 
leaves”  wiU  continue  to  be  graded  as 
No-G  under  the  definition  contained  in 
§  29.3280. 

Under  this  new  definition,  in  order  for 
a  lot  of  tobacco  to  have  an  official 
standard  grade  applied  it  must  be 
properly  sorted  so  the  lot  does  not 
contain  a  substantial  quantity  of  two  or 
more  distinctly  different  grades,  must  be 
packed  straight  in  a  circle 
approximately  45  inches  in  diameter  on 
a  basket,  or  in  a  burlap  sheet,  with  the 
stems  pointed  outward  or  in 
approximately  1x2x3  feet  bales. 

This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12291  and 
has  been  classified  a  non-major  rule. 
Initial  review  of  the  regulations 
contained  in  7  CFR  Part  29,  for  need, 
currency,  clarity ,  and  effectiveness  will 
be  made  within  the  next  five  years. 

Additionally,  consideration  has  been 
given  to  the  potential  economic  impact 
upon  small  businesses.  Tobacco 
warehousemen  and  producers  fall 
within  the  confines  of  “small 
businesses”,  as  defined  in  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  It  has  been 
determined  diat  there  will  be  no 
economic  impact  upon  these  small 
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entities  by  the  revision  of  the 
regulations  for  Maryland  tobacco. 

PART  29>-TOBACCO  INSPECTION 

Section  29.3287  of  the  regulations  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  29.3287  Rework 
Any  lot  of  tobacco  which  is  (a)  so 
mixed  that  it  cannot  be  classified 
properly  in  any  grade  of  the  type 
because  the  lot  contains  a  substantial 
quantity  of  two  or  more  distinctly 
different  grades;  and  (b)  not  packed 
straight  or  otherwise  not  properly 
prepared  for  market. 

Dated:  September  22, 1981. 

C  W.  McMillan, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Marketing  and 
Inspection  Services. 

(FR  Doc.  81.^7950  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-11 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

7CFRPart718 
[Arndt  6] 

Determination  of  Acreage  and 
Compliance 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  rule. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  interim 
rule  is  to  amend  the  regulations  set  forth 
at  7  CFR  Part  718  which  govern  the 
determinations  of  acreage  and 
compliance  under  the  production 
adjustment  and  marketing  quota 
programs  administered  by  &e 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  (ASCS).  These 
changes  in  the  regulations  are  necessary 
since  certain  program  requirements  are 
not  applicable  to  the  1981  crops  and  thus 
reference  to  these  requirements  must  be 
deleted.  In  addition,  other  changes  in  the 
regulations  governing  determination  of 
acreage  and  compliance  are  necessary 
to  improve  the  administration  of  the 
programs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  24, 1981. 
Comments  must  be  received  by 
November  24, 1981. 

address:  Mail  comments  to  Mr.  Grant 
Buntrock,  Director,  Production 
Adjustment  Division,  USDA-ASCS, 
Room  3630  South  Building,  P.O.  Box 
2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

H.  Woodrow  Jones,  Production 
Adjustment  EMvision,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
U.S.D.A.,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 


D.C.  20013.  (202)  447-3472.  The  draft 
Impact  Analysis  describing  the  options 
considered  in  developing  this  interim 
rule  and  the  impact  of  implementing 
each  option  is  available  on  request  fi*om 
the  above-named  individual. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
interim  rule  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12291, 
and  has  been  classified  as  not  being  a 
“major  rule.”  It  has  been  determined 
that  these  program  provisions  will  not 
result  in  (1)  an  annual  efiect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million  or  more;  (2) 
major  increases  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 

Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or  (3) 
significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity  innovation,  or  on  the  ability 
of  U.S.-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

This  action  not  have  a  significant 
impact  specifically  on  area  and 
community  development  Therefore, 
review  as  established  by  Office  of 
Management  cmd  Budget  (OMB)  circular 
A-95  was  not  used  to  assure  that  units 
of  local  government  are  informed  of  this 
action. 

Section  374  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1374) 
authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  ascertain,  by  measurement  or 
otherwise,  the  acreage  of  any 
agricultural  commodity  or  land  use  on 
farms  for  which  the  ascertainment  of 
such  acreage  or  land  use  is  necessary  to 
determine  compliance  under  any 
program  administered  by  the  Secretary. 
Accordingly,  regulations  have  been 
issued  by  the  Secretary  at  7  CFR  Part 
718  setting  forth  provisions  relating  to 
determinations  of  acreage  and 
compliance  with  respect  to  various 
commodity  programs. 

Sections  718.2  (b](19),  718.2  (b)(21), 
718.4  (b)(l)(v),  §  718.6  (c),  and  §  718.11 
(e)  of  the  current  regulations  make 
reference  to  certain  requirements  for 
crops  which  comprise  ffie  Normal  Crop 
Acreage.  Since  Normal  Crop  Acreage 
requirements  are  no  longer  applicable  to 
the  1981  crops,  all  applicable  references 
to  the  Normal  Crop  Acreage  in  these 
sections  are  deleted. 

Section  718.2  (b](15)  of  the  current 
regulations  provides  for  a  farm  visit  by 
representatives  of  ASCS  in  order  to 
check  compliance  of  any  set-aside 
acreage  on  the  farm  in  order  to 
determine  whether  producers  are 
continuing  to  maintain  any  designated 
set-aside  acreage  in  acco^ance  with 
program  regulations.  This  interim  rule 
deletes  this  provision  since  the 


Secretary  has  announced  there  will  be 
no  set-aside  requirement  for  1981  crops 
and,  therefore,  a  required  compliance  * 
check  with  respect  to  a  set-aside  of 
cropland  is  no  longer  necessary. 

The  current  regulations  do  not  define 
“program  crops.”  This  interim  rule 
defines  “program  crops”  for  1981  and 
subsequent  years  as  field  com,  grain 
sorghum,  wheat,  rice,  upland  cotton,  and 
if  designated,  oats  and  barley.  [See 
§  718.2  (b](ll]] 

Section  718.2  (b)(19)  of  the  current 
regulations  proiddes  for  a  “tolerance” 
for  crops  wUch  comprise  the  Normal 
Crop  Acreage.  However,  the  current 
regulations  do  not  provide  a  “tolerance” 
for  program  crops  and  marketing  quota 
crops.  ‘Tolerance”  is  an  amount  of 
acreage  by  which  the  reported  acreage 
can  differ  fiom  the  determined  acreage 
and  still  be  considered  correctly 
reported.  This  interim  rule  makes 
“tolerance”  applicable  to  program  crops 
and  mariceting  quota  crops. 

Section  718.2  (b)(21)  of  the  current 
^regulations  contains  a  definition  of 
“variance.”  The  interim  rule  changes  the 
definition  of  “variance”  to  reference 
"administrative  variance”  as  it  applies 
to  marketing  quota  crops  and 
“tolerance”  as  it  applies  to  both  program 
crops  and  marketing  quota  crops  in 
general  compliance  determinations. 

Heretofore,  §  718.4(b)(l)(v)  of  the 
current  regulations  proidded  that 
compliance  was  to  be  determined  by 
ground  measurement  or  aerial 
compliance  methods  with  respect  to  all 
farms  in  a  cmmty.  This  interim  rule 
provides  that  compliance  will  be 
determined  by  ASCS  by  checking 
selected  farms  using  aerial  compliance 
methods  unless  determining  compliance 
by  ground  measurement  proves  to  be 
less  expensive  in  a  given  county. 

Section  71&6(c)  of  the  current 
regulations  allows  a  “variance”  to  be 
applicable  in  certain  situations  where  an 
acreage  of  a  marketing  quota  crop  was 
reported  in  excess  of  the  farm  acreage 
allotment  This  interim  rule  amends  the 
current  regulations  to  provide  that 
“variance”  will  not  apply  when  the  total 
acreage  of  a  program  crop  or  marketing 
quota  crop  is  determined  using  producer 
services  prior  to  planting  or  when  a  farm 
operator  reports  to  ASCS  that  an 
acreage  of  a  marketing  quota  crop  is  in 
excess  of  the  effective  farm  acreage 
allotment  “Variance”  will  apply, 
however,  in  certain  instances  to  an 
acreage  of  marketing  quota  crops  if  such 
acreage  is  less  than  the  effective  farm 
allotment  and  the  operator  utilized 
producer  services  after  planting  but 
before  such  acreage  was  reported  to 
ASCS. 
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Section  of  the  current 

regnlations  prescribes  a  “tolerance**  for 
crops  invoiviiig  reqairements  which  are 
no  longer  a  part  o4  die  compliaiioe 
program.  Itie  interim  rule  revises 
§  718.6(c)(Z)  to  delete  references  to  these 
requirements  and  establishes  a 
**tolerattce*‘  for  [vogram  crops  and 
marketing  qaota  crops,  exc^  floe*cared 
and  burley  tobaoca 

Section  718.11(dl  of  the  current 
regulations  allows  producers  to  adjust 
acreage  for  extra  I019  staple  (ELS) 
cotton  in  coundes  measuring  all  &nns. 
Since  diis  interim  rule  provi^s  for 
measurement  of  farms  on  a  selected 
basis,  this  provision  is  deleted. 

Section  718.11(a)  of  the  cuirent 
regulations  permits  producers  to  adjust 
acreages  of  a  crop  or  land  usa  affecting 
eli^bility  tar  {Mogram  benefits  by  paying 
the  cost  of  an  ASCS  field  visit  within  IS 
days  after  a  prodnoer  has  received  a 
notification  ci  measmed  acreage  from 
the  county  committee.  The  interim  rule 
provides  that  oniy  producers  reporting 
excess  peanut  Mreage  or  having  excess 
tcdmoco  acreage  (otl^  titan  flue-cured 
and  barley)  be  permitted  to  adjust 
an  acreage  for  com^ianoe  purposes. 

This  interim  rule  ato  provides  that  a 
producer  must  notify  the  county 
commiriee  of  this  election  witi^  15 
days  after  notification  of  measured 
acreage  and  pay  the  cost  of  any  farm 
visit  by  no  later  than  the  day  of  the  visit 

Section  718.11(<^  of  the  current 
regulations  provides  that  an  cqjerator 
may  adjust  acreage  for  hurley  tobacco. 
The  regulation  is  bong  revised  to  clarify 
that  hurley  tobacco  is  a  kind  of  tobacco 
for  whidi  acreage  a^ustxnents  will  not 
be  permitted  by  a  fium  operator.  Such 
adjustments  are  not  necessary  since 
acreage  reports  have  not  been  required 
by  ASCS  to  hurley  tobacco  in  recent 
years.  Also  under  the  interim  rule, 
acreage  adjustments  for  compliance 
purposes  in  this  section  are  permitted 
only  to  those  kinds  of  tobacco  other 
than  flue-cured  and  burley. 

Since  producers  are  engaged  in 
farming  operations  for  tiie  1981  crop  and 
are  affected  by  the  changes  provided  by 
this  interim  r^,  it  has  bron  determined 
that  it  is  not  practical  and  it  is  contrary 
to  the  pitoic  interest  to  follow  the 
rulemaking  procedures  of  Executive 
Orders  12291  and  5  U.S.C.  553  with 
respect  to  this  rule.  Therefore,  these 
regulations  shall  become  effective  upon 
date  of  filing  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register  However, 
comments  are  sohcited  to  60  days  after 
publication  of  this  document,  and  a  final 
rule  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  soon  as  possible  discussing 
any  comments  received  as  well  as 


setting  tolh  any  applicable  amendments 
to  the  regulations. 

Interim  Rule 

PART  718-OETERMINATION  OF 
ACREAGE  AND  COMPLIANCE 

Accordingly,  the  regulations  at  7  CFR 
Part  718  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  718.1  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows:- 

$718.1  AppHcabiMy 
The  provisions  cf  this  part  apply  to 
compliance  determinations  for  1981  and 
subsequent  years  as  authorized  by  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  and  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  the 
programs  administered  by  the 
Agrhndtural  ^abflization  and 
Conservation  Service  (ASCS)  through 
State  and  county  committees. 

2.  Section  716.2  is  amended  by: 
removing  paragraph  (b)(lS): 
redesignating  paragraphs  (b)(ll)  throu^ 
(b)(14]  as  paragraphs  (b)(12)  tiirough 
(b)(15);  adcflng  a  new  paragraph  (b)(ll); 
and  revMng  paragraphs  (b)(19) 

(bK21)  to  reed  as  follows: 

$716.2  OefMtkMis. 
***** 

(br“ 

(11)  Progmm  Crops.  Field  corn,  grain 
sorghum,  wheat  and  if  designated,  oats 
and  barley,  which  are  planted  to  other 
than  cover  or  green  manure  or  a 
volunteer  acreage  of  these  crops  which 
is  harvested  for  grain.  Also  included  as 
program  crops  are  rice  and  upland 
cotton. 

*  «  41  *  * 

(19)  Toleranoe.  For  program  crops  and 
marketing  quota  crops,  a  prescribed 
amount  within  which  the  reported 
acreage  can  differ  finrn  the  determined 
acreage,  and  the  reported  acreage  can 
still  be  considered  as  correctly  reported. 

*  *  «  *  * 

(21)  Variaitce.  Administrative 
variance  as  it  applies  to  mariceting  quota 
crops  and  tolerance  as  it  applies  to  both 
program  crops  and  marketing  quota 
crops. 

*  *  *  «  * 

3.  Section  718.4  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b){l)(v)  to  read  as 
follows: 

$  716.4  Conunittae  rasponsibtltttas. 
***** 

(b)*** 

(1)*** 

(v)  Require  idl  counties  to  determine 
compliance  by  checking  selected  farms. 
In  addition,  the  State  committee  shall 
determine  the  counties  in  which  aerial 
compliance  methods  will  prove  more 


expensive  than  groiuid  measurement 
and  require  all  other  counties  to  use 
aerial  compliance  methods. 

***** 

4.  Section  718.6  is  amended  by 
revising  the  preamble  to  paragraph  (c); 
and  subparagraph  (c)(2)  to  read  as 
follows: 

$  718.6  Detanniniitg  fami  operator 
adherence  to  program  raquirements. 
***** 

(c)  Variaace  rules  applicability.  There 
are  no  variances  when  the  total  acreage 
of  a  program  crop  or  marketing  quota 
crop  is  determined  using  producer 
service  prior  to  planting  or  when  a  farm 
operator  reports  a  marketing  quota  crop 
acreage  in  excess  of  the  effective  farm 
allotment.  However,  variances  will  be 
applicable  to  an  acreage  of  marketing 
quota  crop  on  a  farm  to  whidi  producer 
service  is  used  and  such  acreage  is  less 
than  the  effective  farm  allotment  if 
producer  services  are  furnished  after 
planting  but  before  tiie  operator  reports 
the  acreage  which  meets  the 
specifications  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(c)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  section. 
***** 

(c)(2)  Tolerance,  The  irrigated  and 
nonirrigated  acreage  of  a  crop  reported 
on  the  same  farm  shall  be  considered 
separatdy  in  applying  the  tolerance 
when  separate  yields  have  been 
established.  Tolerance  is  applicable  to 
individual  crop  acreages  and  program 
requirements  diall  be  considered  to 
have  been  met  provided  the  determined 
acreage  for  (i)  A  program  crop  does  not 
differ  from  t^  reported  acreage  by  more 
than  the  larger  of  2.0  acres  or  10  percent 
of  the  reported  acreage,  itot  to  exceed  50 
acres;  (ii)  ELS  cotton  and  peanuts  does 
not  differ  from  the  report^  acreage  by 
more  than  the  larger  of  0.5  acre  or  5 
pmoent  of  the  reported  acreage;  (iii) 
Tobacco  other  than  flue-cur^  or  barley 
does  not  exceed  the  allotment  by  more 
than  the  larger  of  0.1  acre  or  5  percent  of 
the  allotment:  provided,  however,  that  if 
the  administrative  variance  is  exceeded, 
such  acreage  of  tobacco  must  be 
adjusted  to  the  farm  acreage  allotment 
in  order  to  avoid  marketing  quota 
penalties. 

***** 

5.  Section  718.11  is  amended  by 
removing  para^aphs  (d)  and  (e)  and  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  to  read 
as  follows: 

$718.11  Adjustmant  Of  acreagas. 

(a)  General  The  farm  operator  at 
other  interested  producer  on  a  farm 
reporting  excess  peanut  acreage  on  the 
initial  report  of  acreage,  provided  such 
initial  report  is  filed  by  no  later  than  the 
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Hnal  r^orting  date  set  by  the  State 
conunittee  as  provided  herein,  or  having 
excess  tobacco  acreage  (other  than  flue- 
cured  or  burley)  and  who  elects  to 
adjust  an  acreage  of  the  crop  in  order  to 
become  eligible  for  program  benefits 
must: 

(1)  Notify  the  county  committee  of 
such  election  within  15  days  of 
notification  of  measured  acreage  by  the 
county  committee  as  provided  in  §  718.9, 
and 

(2)  Pay  the  cost  of  a  farm  visit  to 
determine  the  adjusted  acreage  by  no 
later  than  the  date  such  farm  visit  is 
made. 

The  adjusted  acreage  shall  be  used  for 
program  purposes  except  that  if  the 
requirements  of  this  section  are  not  met, 
the  acreage  initially  determined  shall  be 
considered  as  the  appropriate  crop 
acreage  for  the  farm. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(c)  Tobacco  other  than  flue-cured  and 
burley.  The  farm  operator  may  adjust  an 
acreage  of  tobacco  (exc^t  flue-cured 
and  burley]  by  disposing  of  such  excess 
tobacco  prior  to  the  marketing  of  any  of 
the  same  kind  of  tobacco  from  the  farm. 
The  disposition  shall  be  witnessed  by  a 
representative  of  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
and  may  take  place  before,  during,  or 
after  the  harvesting  of  the  same  Idnd  of 
tobacco  grown  on  the  farm.  However,  no 
credit  will  be  allowed  toward  the 
disposition  of  excess  acreage  after  the 
tobacco  is  harvested,  but  prior  to 
marketing  unless  the  county  committee 
determines  that  such  tobacco  is 
representative  of  the  entire  crop  from 
the  farm  of  the  kind  of  tobacco  involved. 

(Secs.  314,  373,  374,  375.  52  Stat  48,  as 
amended,  52  Stat  65,  as  amended,  52  Stat  66 
as  amended:  (7  U.S.C.  1314. 1373, 1374, 1375)) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  September 
11. 1981. 

EvereU  Rank, 

Administrator.  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27619  Filed  9-24-61;  8;4S  amt 

BH.LINO  CODE  3410-05-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  910  ^ 

[Lemon  RegulatkMi  3251 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
ArtzorM;  Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fiesh  Califomia-Arizona 
lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 


during  the  period  September  27-October 
3, 1981.  Su^  action  is  needed  to  provide 
for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  27. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Doyle.  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Findings 

This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
Secretary's  Memorandum  1512-1  and 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  been 
designated  a  “non-major”  rule.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910). 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  Hie  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee  and  upon  other  available 
information.  It  is  hereby  found  that  this 
action  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1961-82.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting  on  July  7, 1981.  A 
regulatory  impact  an^ysis  on  the 
marketing  poficy  is  available  from 
William  }.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief.  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington. 
D.C.  2025a  telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
September  22, 1981,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  quantity  of 
lemons  deemed  advisable  to  be  handled 
during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
lemons  is  easier. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  purposes  of  the  act  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 


apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

Information  collection  requirements 
(reporting  or  record  keeping)  under  this 
part  are  subject  to  deeurance  by  the 
Office  of  Mzmagement  and  Budget  and 
are  in  the  process  of  review.  'Iliese 
information  requirements  shall  not 
become  effective  until  such  time  as 
clearance  by  die  OMB  has  been 
obtained. 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CAUFORNU  AND  ARIZONA 

Section  9ia625  is  added  as  follows: 

§  910.62S  Lemon  regulation  325. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  September  27, 
1981,  throu^  October  3, 1961,  is 
established  at  206,019  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  September  23, 1981 
D.  S.  Kurylosid, 

Deputy  Director,  Fhiit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc  61-28149  Filed  S-24-61: 1:44  pm| 

BILLINQ  CODE  34ie-0a-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
7  CFR  Part  1701 

Public  Informadoi^  Appendix  A— REA 
Bulletins,  “Construction  Methods  and 
Purchase  of  Materials  and  Equipment” 

agency:  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  USDA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Hie  Rural  mectrification 
Administration  (REA)  hereby  amends 
Appendix  A — REA  Biilletins  to  provide 
for  the  issuance  of  a  supplement  to  REA 
Bulletin  40-a  “Ccmstruction  Methods 
and  Purchase  of  Materials  and 
Equipment.”  The  supplement  provides 
modifications  and  alternate  bid 
provisions  for  inclusion  in  contracts  for 
construction  of  facilities  by  REA  electric 
borrowers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  IE  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Edwin  N.  Limberger,  telephone  (202) 
447-7040.  A  Final  Impact  Statement  has 
been  prepared  and  is  available  from  the 
Director,  Engineering  Standards 
Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  Room  1270-S,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C  2025a 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  901  et  seq.),  REA 
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hereby  amends  Appendix  A — REA 
Bulletins  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  a 
supplement  to  REA  Bulletin  40-6, 
"Construction  Methods  and  Purchase  of 
Materials  and  Equipment."  This  final 
action  has  been  issued  in  conformance 
with  Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation.  Since  no  significant  effect  on 
the  economy  will  occur;  since-no 
significant  increase  in  costs  for 
consumers,  industries  or  Government 
will  result;  and  since  no  significant 
impact  on  economic  conditions  will  be 
caused,  this  action  has  been  determined 
to  be  “not  major." 

Since  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(Public  Law  96-354)  does  not  apply  to 
this  action,  a  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis  has  not  been  prepared. 

A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  46 
FR 11287,  February  6, 1981.  As  a  result  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  the 
following  significant  comments  were 
received: 

(a)  It  was  recommended  that  interest 
on  overdue  accounts  should  be 
mandatory  under  the  contract.  The 
contract  language  provided  makes  it 
mandatory  to  pay  interest  on  overdue 
accounts. 

(b)  It  was  also  recommended  that 
"payments  to  contractors  for  bulk 
purchases  of  material"  of  90  percent  of 
material  invoice  price  be  mandatory 
rather  than  optional.  This  feature  is 
being  left  as  an  option  rather  than  a 
mandatory  condition  because  REA 
believes  that  while  some  borrowers  will 
not  solicit  alternate  bids,  if  the  initial 
contention  is  true  that  early  payment  for 
material  will  result  in  reduced 
construction  costs,  it  will  be  borne  out  in 
the  bid  prices  of  those  contracts  which 
do  solicit  alternate  proposals.  Also,  a 
contractor  that  bids  strictly  according  to 
the  specification  is  fi'ee  to  present  an 
unsolicited  alternate  bid  which,  even  if 
not  accepted,  will  demonstrate  the 
potential  savings.  Therefore,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  make  this  feature 
mandatory. 

This  action  renders  REA  Bulletin  81- 
4:381-6,  "Payment  to  Contractors  for  ' 
Materials  Delivered,"  unnecessary  and 
that  bulletin  is  herewith  rescinded.  This 
action  also  renders  REA  Bulletin  81- 
8:381-13,  “Bidders’  Qualifications,” 
unnecessary  as  an  electric  bulletin  and 
Bulletin  81-8  is  herewith  rescinded.  REA 
Bulletin  381-13  (telephone),  "Bidders’ 
Qualifications",  however,  will  be 
retained. 

This  program  is  listed  in  the  Catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850,  Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 


Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

Harold  V.  Hunter, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27951  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-1S-M 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
7  CFR  Part  2900 

Certification  of  Essential  Agricultural 
Uses  and  Requirements;  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  USDA. 
ACTION:  Editorial  revision  of  rule. 

summary:  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  hereby  deletes  a  definintion 
from  its  regulations  certifying  essential 
agricultural  uses  and  requirements 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA)  7  CFR  2900. 

This  action  deletes  the  definition  of 
the  term  “process  fuel,”  7  CFR  2900.2(e), 
as  it  relates  to  the  uses  and  amounts  of 
interstate  natural  gas  needed  for  the 
production  of  fertilizer,  agricultural 
chemicals,  animal  feed,  and  food 
necessary  for  full  food  and  fiber 
production  as  certified  by  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  pursuant  to  Section 
40(f)(1)  of  the  NGPA. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  September  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Earle  E  Gavett,  Office  of  Budget  and 
Program  Analysis.  USDA,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-2634. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
action  is  an  editorial  change  to  bring  the 
rule  as  published  into  conformity  with  a 
judicial  decision.  As  such,  the  action  is 
not  a  rule  itself  and  is,  therefore,  exempt 
from  Executive  Order  12291  and 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1512-1. 

On  April  24, 1980,  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  amended  Chapter  XXIX  of 
the  Title  7,  §  2900.2  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  adding: 

(e)  “Process  fuel"  means  natural  gas 
used  to  produce  steam  which  in  turn  is 
directly  applied  in  processing  of 
products  and  for  compression  of 
products  so  that  processing  may  take 
place,  in  addition  to  direct  flame  and 
precise  heating  applications  of  natural 
gas  in  processing  of  products.  'This  does 
not  include  natural  gas  used  for  space 
heating,  generation  of  hot  water  for 
plant  cleaning  and  generation  of  electric 
power.  45  FR  27741,  27745. 

This  provision  was  the  subject  of  a 
suit  against  the  Department  in  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  Circuit  Process 
Gas  Consumers  Group,  et  al,  v.  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  (Nos. 
80-1558  and  80-1603). 


On  June  30, 1981  the  Court  of  Appeals 
vacated  and  set  aside  the  rule,  holding 
that  the  rule  was  not  in  accord  with  the 
NGPA  because  natural  gas  used  as  a 
boiler  fuel  to  produce  steam,  which 
steam  is  directly  applied  in  the 
manufacturing  process  of  products,  is 
not  a  process  use. 

PART  2900— ESSENTIAL 
AGRICULTURAL  USES  AND 
VOLUMETRIC  REQUIREMENTS— 
NATURAL  GAS  POLICY  ACT 

§  2900.2  [Amended] 

Accordingly,  §  2900.2(e), 

Chapter  XXIX  of  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  hereby  removed 
(15  U.S.C.  3391) 

Dated:  September  22, 1981. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

(FR  Doc.  27885  Filed  9-24-81;  8;45  am) 

Buxmo  CODE  3410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  74  -- 

[Docket  No.  79C-0450] 

Listing  of  Color  Additives  Exempt 
From  Certification;  D&C  Vioiet  No.  2; 
Confirmation  of  Effective  Date 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  confirming  the, 
efiective  date  of  October  24, 1980,  of  a 
color  additive  regulation  that  provides 
for  the  use  of  D&C  Violet  No.  2  for 
coloring  in  or  on  polydioxanone 
synthetic  absorbable  surgical  sutures. 
DATE:  Effective  date  confirmed:  October 
24, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Rudolph  Harris,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
334),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St..  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204,  202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 

regulation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  23, 1980  (45  FR 
62978),  §  74.1602  D&C  Violet  No.  2  (21 
CFR  74.1602)  was  amended  to  provide 
for  the  safe  use  of  D&C  Violet  No.  2  in  or 
on  polydioxanone  synthetic  absorbable 
surgical  sutures. 

Under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  706  (b),  (c),  and  (d), 

74  Stat.  399-403  as  amended  (21  U.S.C. 
376  (b),  (c),  and  (d)))  and  under  authority 
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delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10  (formerly  S.l;  see 
46  FR  26052;  May  11, 1981)),  notice  is 
given  that  no  objections  or  requests  for 
hearing  were  filed  in  response  to  the 
regulation  of  September  23, 1980. 
Accordingly,  the  amendments 
promulgated  thereby  became  efifective 
on  October  24, 1980. 

Dated:  September  IS,  1981. 

William  F.  Randtdph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Reguiatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  01-27729  Filed  9-24-01;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  178 

[Docket  No.  81F-0189] 

Indirect  Food  Additives:  Adjuvants, 
Production  Aids,  and  Sanitizers 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACnON:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the  food 
additive  regulations  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  octadecyl  3,5-di-rert-butyl-4- 
hydroxy-hydrocinnamate  as  an 
antioxidant  and/or  stabilizer  at  levels 
not  exceeding  0.1  percent  by  weight  of 
ethylene-vinyl  acetate  copolymers 
intended  for  food-contact  use.  This 
action  is  based  on  a  food  additive 
petition  filed  by  Ciba-Geigy  Corp. 
dates:  Effective  September  25, 1981; 
objections  by  October  26, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm. 

4-62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  E.  Kashtock,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  7, 1981  (46  FR  35188),  FDA 
announced  that  a  petition  ^AP-OB3493) 
had  been  filed  by  Ciba-Geigy  Corp., 
Ardsley,  NY  10502,  proposing  that  the 
food  additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  octadecyl  3,5- 
dl-tert-butyl-4-hydroxy-hydrocinnamate 
as  an  antioxidant  and/or  thermal 
stabilizer  for  ethylene-vinyl  acetate 
copolymers  as  defined  in  §  177.1350  (21 
CFR  177.1350). 

Having  evaluated  data  in  the  petition 
and  other  relevant  material,  FDA 
concludes  that  the  proposed  use  of  the 
additive  is  safe  and  that  §  178.2010(b)  of 


the  food  additive  regulations  should  be 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

PART  178— INDIRECT  FOOD 
ADDITIVES:  ADJUVANTS, 

PRODUCTION  AIDS,  AND  SANITIZERS 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201(8), 

409,  72  Stat.  1784-1788  as  amended  (21 
U.S.C.  32l(s),  348))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  (21  CFR'5.10  (formerly  21  CFR 
5.1;  see  46  FR  26052;  May  11. 1981)),  Part  ' 
178  is  amended  in  §  178.2010(b)  by 
adding  a  new  limitation  to  "Octadecyl 
3,5-di-tert-butyl-4-hydroxy- 
hydrocinnamate”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  178.2010  Antkuddants  and/or  stabilizers 
for  polymers. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 


Substances  Limitations 


Octadecyl  3.5.<S4larM>utyM-  For  use  only:  *  *  *  9.  At 
hydroxy^iydroclnnamaile.  levels  not  oxoeodhtg  0.1 
parceta  fay  meiffi  oi  elhyl- 
ene  vinyl  acetate  copoly- 
mefs  complying  wHh 
1 177.1350  of  Otis  chapter. 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  regulation  may 
at  any  time  on  or  before  October  26. 

1981,  submit  to  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  (address  above),  written 
objections  thereto  and  may  make  a 
written  request  for  a  public  hearing  on 
the  stated  objections.  Each  objection 
shall  be  separately  numbered  and  each 
numbered  objection  shall  specify  with 
particularity  the  provision  of  the 
regulation  to  which  objection  is  made. 
Each  numbered  objection  on  which  a 
hearing  is  requested  shall  specifically  so 
state;  failure  to  request  a  hearing  for  any 
particular  objection  shall  constitute  a 
waiver  of  the  right  to  a  hearing  on  that 
objection.  Each  numbered  objection  for 
which  a  hearing  is  requested  shall 
include  a  detailed  description  and 
analysis  of  the  specific  factual 
information  intended  to  be  presented  in' 
support  of  the  objection  in  &e  event  that 
a  hearing  is  held;  failure  to  include  such 
a  description  and  emalysis  for  any 
particular  objection  shall  constitute  a 
waiver  of  the  ri^t  to  a  hearing  on  the 
objection.  Three  copies  of  all  documents 
shall  be  submitted  and  shall  be 
identified  with  the  docket  number  found 
in  brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
regulation.  Received  objections  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  above  between  9  am. 
and  4  p.m..  Monday  through  Friday.  , 
Effective  date.  This  reg^ation  shall 
become  effective  September  25, 1981. 


(Secs.  201(8),  409, 72  Stat  1784-1788  as 
amended  (21  U.SX:.  321(s).  348)) 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27750  Filed  9-24-91;  &|4S  HBi 
BILUNG  CODE  41W-«»-M 


I 

21  CFR  Part  178 

[Docket  No.  80F-0265) 

Indirect  Food  Additives:  Adjuvants, 
Production  AMs,  and  Sanitizers; 
Antioxidants  and/or  Stabilizers  for 
Polymers 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Hnal  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the  food 
additive  regulations  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  octadecyl  3.5-di-tert-butyl-4- 
hydroxy-hydrocinnamate  as  an 
antioxidant  and/or  stabilizer  for  nitrile 
rubber-modified  acrylonitrile-methyl 
acrylate  copolymers  intended  to  contact 
food.  'This  action  is  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  Ciba-Geigy  Corp. 

DATES:  Effective  September  25, 1981; 
objections  by  October  26, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk's  office)  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Rm.  4- 
62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Vir  D.  Anand,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
334).  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St  SW..  Washington.  D.C  20204, 202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  August  29, 1980  (45  FR  57776),  FDA 
announced  ffiat  a  petition  (FAP  OB3522) 
had  been  filed  by  Ciba-Gei^  Corp^ 
Ardsley.  NY  10502,  proposing  that 
§  178.2010  Antioxidants  and/or 
stablizers  for  polymers  (21  CFR  178.2010 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  octadecyl  3,5-di-te/t-butyl-4-hydroxy- 
hydrocinnamate  as  an  antioxidant  and/ 
or  stablizer  in  nitrile  rubber-modified 
acrylonitrile-methyl  acrylate  copolymers 
intended  to  contact  food. 

FDA  has  evaluated  the  data  in  the 
petition  and  other  relevant  material  and 
concludes  that  the  proposed  food 
additive  use  is  safe  and  diat  the 
regulations  should  be  amended  as  set 
forth  below. 
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PART  178— INDIRECT  FOOD 
ADDITIVES:  ADJUVANTS, 
PRODUCTION  AIDS,  AND  SANITIZERS 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201  (s), 

409,  72  Stat.  1784-1788  as  amended  (21 
U.S.C.  321(s),  348)]  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10  (formerly  5.1;  see 
46  FR  26052;  May  11, 1981]),  Part  178  is 
amended  in  §  178.2010(b)  by  adding  a 
new  limitation  for  “octadecyl  3,5-di-ter/- 
butyl-4-hydroxy-hydrocinnamate’‘  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  178.2010  Antioxidants  and/or  stabHizera 
for  poiymart. 

«  «  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

Substances  Limitations 


Octadecyl  3,S-di-tBrf4HityM-  For  use  only:  *  '  *  10.  At 
hydroxy-hydrodnnamate  levels  not  to  exceed  0.2 
(CAS  Reg.  No.  2082-79-3).  percent  by  weight  of  nitrile 
rubber-modified  acryloni¬ 
trile-methyl  acrylate  copoly¬ 
mers  that  comply  with 
{177.1480  of  this  chapter 
when  used  in  articles  that 
contact  food  only  urtder 
conditions  of  use  D,  E,  F, 
and  G  described  in  table  2, 
{I76.i70<c)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter. 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  regulation  may 
at  any  time  on  or  before  October  26, 

1981,  submit  to  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  (HFA-305),  address  above, 
written  objections  thereto  and  may 
make  a  written  request  for  a  public 
hearing  on  the  stated  objections.  Each 
objection  shall  be  separately  numbered 
and  each  numbered  objection  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  provision 
of  the  regulation  to  which  objection  is 
made.  Each  numbered  objection  on 
which  a  hearing  is  requested  shall 
specifically  so  state;  failure  to  request  a 
hearing  for  any  particular  objection 
shall  constitute  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  a 
hearing  on  that  objection.  Each 
numbered  objection  for  which  a  hearing 
is  requested  shall  include  a  detailed 
description  and  analysis  of  the  specific 
factual  information  intended  to  be 
presented  in  support  of  the  objection  in 
the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held;  failure 
to  include  such  a  description  and 
analysis  for  any  particular  objection 
shall  constitute  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  a 
hearing  on  the  objection.  Three  copies  of 
all  documents  shall  be  submitted  and 
shall  be  identified  with  the  docket 
number  found  in  brackets  in  the  heading 


of  this  regulation.  Received  objections 
may  be  seen  in  the  office  above  between 
9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall 
become  effective  September  25, 1981. 

(Secs.  201(8),  409,  72  Stat.  1784-1788  as 
amended  (21  U.S.C.  321(s),  348]) 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27751  Filed  9-24-81. 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 

21  CFR  Part  520 

Oral  Dosage  Form  New  Animal  Drugs 
Not  Subject  to  Certification; 
Mebendazole  Paste 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regdations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  supplemental  new  animal 
drug  application  (NADA)  filed  by 
Pitman-Moore,  Inc.,  providing  for 
revised  labeling  for  use  of  mebendazole 
oral  paste  as  a  broad  spectrum 
anthelmintic  in  horses. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sandra  K.  Woods,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-114),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443-3420. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pitman- 
Moore,  Inc.,  Washington  Crossing,  NJ 
08560,  filed  a  supplemental  NADA  (97- 
221)  providing  for  several  changes, 
including  revision  of  the  product’s 
labeling. 

The  labeling  changes  amend  21  CFR 
520.1320  by  revising  the  claim  for  small 
strongyles  and  the  claim  for  immature 
pinworms.  Because  this  drug  is  effective 
against  all  small  strongyle  genera,  it  is 
not  necessary  to  specify  each  genus  as 
the  section  did  prior  to  tliis  approval. 

The  firm  has  revised  their  claim  to  read 
“small  strongyles."  The  firm  has  revised 
the  pinworm  claim  to  be  more  specific 
regarding  the  stage  of  development 
against  which  the  drug  is  effective. 

The  supplement  is  approved  and  21 
CFR  520.1320  is  amended  to  reflect  the 
approval. 

Approval  of  this  supplement  does  not 
change  the  currently  approved  use  of  the 
drug  nor  does  it  affect  the  drug’s  safety 
and  effectiveness.  Under  the  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine’s  supplemental 
approval  policy  (42  FR  64367;  December 


23, 1977),  this  is  a  Category  n  change, 
approval  of  which  does  not  require 
reevaluation  of  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  in  the  parent 
application. 

The  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine 
has  determined  pursuant  to  21  CFR 
25.24(d)(l](i)  (proposed  December  11, 
1979;  44 IR  71742)  that  this  action  is  of  a 
type  that  does  not  individually  or 
cumulatively  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  human  environment.  Therefore, 
neither  an  environmental  assessment 
nor  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  required. 

In  accordance  with  the  freedom  of 
information  provisions  of  21  CFR  Part  20 
and  514.11(e](2)(ii),  a  summary  of  safety 
and  effectiveness  data  and  information 
submitted  to  support  approval  of  this 
application  may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  fivm 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

This  action  is  governed  by  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  556  and  557  and  is 
therefore  excluded  from  Executive 
Order  12291  by  section  1(a)(1)  of  the 
Order. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)])  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10 
(formerly  5.1;  see  46  FR  26052;  May  11, 
1981)]  and  redelegated  to  the  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83],  Part 
520  is  amended  in  §  520.1320  by  revising 
paragraph  (d](l)(ii)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  520.1320  Mebendazole  oraL 
*  *  *  *  *  . 

(d)  *  *  *  , 

(1)  *  *  * 

(ii)  Indications  for  use.  It  is  used  in 
horses  for  treatment  of  infections  caused 
by  large  roundworms  [Parascaris 
equorum];  large  strongyles  [Strongylus 
edentatus,  S.  equinus,  S.  vulgaris);  small 
strongyles;  and  mature  and  immature 
(4th  larval  stage  pinworms  [Oxyuris 
equi)]. 

***** 

Effective  date.  September  25, 1981. 
(Sec.  512(i],  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 

Dated:  September  17, 1981. 

Robert  A.  Baldwin, 

Associate  Director  for  Scientific  Evaluation. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27775  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Navy 
32  CFR  Part  706 

Certifications  and  Exemptions  Under 
International  Regulations  for 
Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea,  1972; 
Certification  for  USS  Scott 

agency:  Department  of  the  Navy,  DOD. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Department  of  the  Navy 
is  amending  its  certifications  under  the 
International  Regulations  for  Preventing 
Collisions  at  Sea,  1972,  (72  COLREGS)  to 
reflect  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
has  determined  that  USS  Scott  (DDG 
995)  is  a  vessel  of  the  Navy  which,  due 
to  its  special  construction  and  purpose, 
cannot  comply  fully  with  certain 
provisions  of  the  72  COLREGS  without 
interfering  with  its  special  function  as  a 
guided  missile  destroyer.  The  intended 
effect  of  this  rule  is  to  warn  mariners  in 
waters  where  the  72  COLREGS  apply. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  3. 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Captain  Richard  ).  McCarthy,  JAGC, 
USN,  Admiralty  Counsel,  Office  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General,  Navy 
Department,  200  Stovall  Street, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22332,  Telephone 
Number  (202)  325-9744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  granted  in  Executive 
Order  11964  and  33  U.S.C.  1605,  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  amends  32  CFR 
Part  706.  This  amendment  provides 
notice  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
has  certified  that  USS  SCOTT  ^DG 
995)  is  a  vessel  of  the  Navy  which,  due 
to  its  special  construction  ai}d  purpose 
cannot  comply  fully  with  72  COLREGS, 
Annex  I,  Section  2(f)  pertaining  to  the 
placement  of  masthead  lights  over  all 
other  lights  and  obstructions;  72 
COLREGS,  Annex  I,  Section  3(a) 
pertaining  to  the  placement  of  the 
forward  masthead  lights  in  the  forward 
quarter  of  the  ship;  72  COLREGS,  Annex 
I,  Section  3(a)  pertaining  to  the 
placement  of  the  after  masthead  light; 
and  72  COLREGS,  Rule  23(a)(ii) 
regarding  the  arc  of  visibility  of  the  after 
masthead  light  without  interfering  with 
its  special  faction  as  a  naval  ship.  The 


Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  also  certified 
that  the  aforementioned  Ught§  cure 
located  in  closest  possible  compliance 
with  the  applicable  72  COLREGS 
requirements.  Moreover,  it  has  been 
determined,  in  accordance  with  32  CFR 
Parts  296  and  701,  that  publication  of 
this  amendment  for  public  comment 
prior  to  adoption  is  impracticable, 
unnecessary  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  since  it  is  based  on  technical 
findings  that  the  placement  of  lights  on 
this  sldp  in  a  manner  different  from  that 
prescribed  herein  will  adversely  affect 
the  ship’s  ability  to  perform  its  military 
function.  Accordingly,  32  CFR  Part  706  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  706— CERTIFICATIONS  AND 
EXEMPTIONS  UNDER  THE 
INTERNATIONAL  REGULATIONS  FOR 
PREVENTING  COLLISIONS  AT  SEA, 
1972 

§  706.2  [Amended] 

1.  Table  Five  of  §  706.2  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  naval  ship  to  the 
list  of  vessels  therein  to  indicate  the 
certifications  issued  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy: 


Tables 


Vessel 


Number 


Forward 
masthead 
light  not 
required: 
height  above 
hull.  Annex  I 
section  2(a) 
m  (c).  (d) 


Aft  masthead 
light  less  than 
4.S  meters 
above  forward 
masthead 
Hght  Aitnex  I. 
section  2(a) 
(« 


Masthead 

Sihts  not  over 
I  other  lights 
and 

obstructions. 

Annex  I, 
section  2(() 


Vertical 
separation  of 
masthead 
lights  used 
when  towing 
less  than 
required  by 
Anrrex  I, 
section  2(a)  (0 


Aft  Masthead 
lights  rxM 
visible  over 
fonward  light 
1,000  meters 
ahead  of  ship 
in  aH  normal 
degrees  of 
trim.  Annex  I. 
section  2(b) 


Forward 
masthead 
light  not  hi 
forward 
quarter  of 
ship.  Annex  I, 
section  3(a) 


After 
masthead 
Hght  not  (ess 
than  Vh  ship’s 
length  aft  of 
fonward 
masthead 
Hght  Annex  I. 
section  3(a) 


Percent  age 
horizons} 
separation 
attained 


USS  Camyim— . . 994  •  *  •  •  •  *  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  *  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  • 

USS  Scott . . . .  995  —  —  X  —  —  X  X  44.6 


2.  Table  Four  paragraph  7,^f  §  706.2  is 
amended  by  adding  to  the  list  of  vessels 
therein  certifications  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy: 

7.  Hie  arc  of  visibility  of  the  after  masthead 
light  required  by  Rule  23(a)(ii)  and  Aimex  I, 
section  2(f)  may  be  obstructed  from  right 
ahead  on  certain  naval  ships  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  * 

USS  Scott  (DDG  995) . 0“28.8' 

***** 

3.  Table  Four  of  §  706.2  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  entry  “USS 
Scott”  to  paragraph  17  to  indicate  the 
certifications  issued  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy: 


*  *  *  «  * 

17.  On  the  following  ships  the  arc  of 
visibility  of  the  after  masthead  light  required 
by  Rule  23(a)(ii)  may  be  obstructed  through 
0°48.6'  arc  of  visibility  at  the  point  349° 
relative  to  the  ship's  head: 
***** 

USS  Scott  (DDG  995) 

***** 

(Executive  Order  No.  11964;  33  U.S.C.  1605) 
Dated:  September  3, 1981. 

Robert ).  Murray, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Naiy, 

(FR  Doc.  81-27815  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am| 

BHJJNQ  CODE  3610-AE-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-4-FRL  1925-71 

Florida:  Opacity  Limits  for  Monsanto 
Textile  Co.,  Pensacola,  Florida;  Plan 
Revision 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  On  December  19, 1979,  the 
State  of  Florida  submitted  to  EPA,  as  a 
plan  revision,  an  amendment  to  Section 
17-2.05(6)  Table  ff,  E,  Florida 
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Administration  Code.  The  amendment 
allows  increasing  the  opacity  emission 
limit  for  two  boilers  owned  by 
Monsanto  Textile  Comp£my,  Pensacola, 
Florida  from  20%  to  30%  di^ng  times 
when  the  boilers  are  burning  organic 
waste  materials.  EPA  proposed  to 
approve  the  amendment  on  May  20, 1981 
(46  FR  27502).  No  comments  were 
received  during  the  comment  period. 

EPA  is  today  announcing  its  approval  of  ' 
this  revision. 

DATE:  This  action  is  effective  October 
26, 1981.  , 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  materials 
submitted  by  Florida  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  locations  during  normal 
business  hours: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit. 

Library  Systems  Brandi, 

Environmental  Protection  Agency.  401 
M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460 

Library,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 
Room  8401, 1100  L  Street.  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C  20005 
Library,  ^A  Region  IV,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  345  Courtland  Street  NE., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30365 
Florida  Bureau  of  Air  Quality 
Management  Department  of 
Environmental  Regulations,  Twin 
Towers  Office  Building,  2600  Blair 
Stone  Road,  Tallahassee,  Florida 
32301 


but  allows  the  higher  visible  emission 
limit  of  30%  opacity  during  the  time  that 
boilers  are  burning  organic  waste 
material  previously  disposed  of  in 
injection  wells  (a  density  of  40%  opacity 
is  permitted  for  not  more  than  two 
minutes  in  any  one  hour). 

This  amendment  was  adopted  by  the 
Florida  Environmental  Regulation 
Commission  on  October  17, 1979. 

Since  the  burning  of  this  material  will 
not  cause  a  violation  of  the  mass 
emissions  limits  or  adversely  impact 
maintenance  of  the  ambient  air  quality 
around  the  Monsanto  Textile  Company’s 
Pensacola  facility,  EPA  is  today 
announcing  its  approval  of  these  revised 
limits.  This  action  is  effective  October 
26, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b)  I  hereby  certify  that  the  attached 
nile  will  not  have  a  signfficant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  smaU 
entities.  This  action  only  approves  state 
actions.  It  imposes  no  new  requirements. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is  major 
and  therefore  subject  to  the  requirement 
of  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  ’This 
regulation  is  not  major  because  it  merely 
ratifies  State  actions  and  imposes  no 
new  burden  on  sources. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  EPA’s 
approval  of  this  action  is  available  only 
by  the  filing  of  a  petition  for  review  in 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  of 
appropriate  circuit  within  60  days  of 
t^ay.  Under  307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  the  requirements  which  are  the 
subject  of  today’s  notice  may  not  be 
challenged  later  in  civil  or  criminal 
proceedings  brought  by  EPA  to  enforce 
these  requirements. 

Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State 
of  Florida  was  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1981. 

(Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  7410)) 

Dated:  September  19, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND 
PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  K— Florida 

1.  In  S  52.520,  is  amended  by  adding 
paragraph  (c)(29)  as  follows: 


§  52.520  Identification  of  plan. 

4  4r  4r  A 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  date 
specified.  *  *  * 

(29)  Revised  Opacity  Limits  for 
Monsanto  Textile  Co.,  Pensacola, 
Florida,  submitted  on  December  19, 
197.9,  by  the  Florida  Department  of 
Environmental  Regulation. 

|FR  DoC.  81-27922  Filed  9-24-81;  8:46  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  656a-3S-M 


40  CFR  Part  81 
[A-5-FRL  1922-4] 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  OtMrfity 
Planning  Purposes;  Attaimnent  Status 
Designations;  Ohio,  Indiana 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  takes  final  action  to 
approve  revisions  to  the  air  quality 
attainment  status  designations  as 
requested  by  the  Ohio  EPA  for  Henry 
and  Lucas  Counties,  Ohio  and  as 
requested  by  the  State  of  Indiana  Air 
Pollution  Control  Board  (APCB)  for 
LaPorte  County.  Indiana.  The 
redesignations  change  the  existing 
nonattainment  status  designations  as 
follows:  (1)  To  attainment  for  total 
suspended  particulates  (TSP)  for  Henry 
Coimty;  (2)  to  attainment/imclassifiable  > 
for  carbon  monoxide  (CO)  for  Lucas 
County;  and,  (3)  to  attainment  for  TSP 
for  LaPorte  Coimty.  This  action  is  taken 
at  the  States’  requests,  after  reviewing 
ambient  air  monitoring  data  supporting 
the  revisions,  and  after  publication  of 
notices  of  prcqiosed  rulemaking 
soliciting  public  comment  on  the 
revisions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Sharon  Kraft,  Regulatory  Analysis 
Section,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  5,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604,  (312)  886-6034. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Henry  County,  (Miio 

On  November  26, 1980  the  State  of 
Ohio  submitted  to  EPA  a  request  to 
redesignate  the  existing  TSP 
nonattainment  designation  for  Henry 
County  to  attainment.  Its  request  was 
based  on  ambient  air  monitoring  data 
collected  during  the  period  January  1978 
through  June  1980  which  showed  no 
violation  of  TSP  National  Ambient  Air 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Denise  W.  Pack  of  EPA  Region  IV’s  Air 
Pronams  Branch  at  the  above  address, 
404/881-3286  or  FTS  257-3286. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  For  the 
past  several  years,  Monsanto  has  been 
disposing  of  organic  wastes  by  injection 
wells.  The  Company  has  been 
conducting  an  extensive  research  and 
development  program  over  the  past 
several  years  to  find  an  alternative  to 
such  disposal.  Of  the  alternatives 
investigated  by  the  Company,  most 
appear  to  be  either  less  environmentally 
sound  or  less  practical  than  combustion 
as  proposed.  Monsanto  has  conducted 
test  bums  of  the  waste  in  existing  oil- 
fired  boilers  at  the  plant.  These  tests 
indicate  that  existing  mass  emission 
rates  will  not  be  violated  when  the 
waste  materials  are  burned  in  the 
boilers;  in  fact  the  amounts  of  total 
suspended  particulates  (TSP)  and 
nitrogen  dioxide  (NOs)  discharged  are 
expected  to  be  at  the  same  levels  as 
those  resulting  when  oil  alone  is  burned. 
However,  the  existing  opacity  standard 
of  20%  cannot  be  met.  Therefore, 
Monsanto  petitioned  the  Florida 
Department  of  Enviroiunental 
Regulation  for  an  amendment  of  the 
limitation  for  visible  emissions  to  allow 
disposal  as  boiler  fuel.  The  amendment 
does  not  relax  any  mass  emission  limits 
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Quality  Standards  (NAAQS).  EPA 
reviewed  the  redesignation  request  and 
on  May  13, 1981  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  Remaking  at  46  FR  26506.  A 
thirty  day  public  comment  period  was 
provided  until  June  12. 1981.  No 
comments  were  received;  therefore,  EPA 
is  redesignating  Henry  County  hrom 
nonattainment  to  attainment 

IL  Lucas  County.  Ohio 

On  March  21, 1980  the  State'of  Ohio 
requested  EPA  to  change  the 
designation  of  Lucas  County  from 
nonattainment  for  CO  to  attainment.  To 
support  its  request  the  State  submitted 
ambient  air  monitoring  data  from  the 
yecus  1977-1979  which  showed  that 
there  were  no  violations  of  the  CO 
NAAQS  in  Lucas  County  during  this 
period.  EPA  reviewed  the  data 
submitted  in  support  of  the  request  and 
on  October  17, 1980  proposed  to  revise 
the  status  of  Lucas  County  from 
nonattainment  to  unclassifiable  (45  FR 
66978).  A  thirty  day  public  comment 
period  was  provided  until  November  17, 
1980  and  subsequently  extended  to 
December  23, 1980. 

A.  Public  Comments.  EPA  received 
comments  from  the  Toledo  Trucking 
Association,  the  Toledo  Area  Committee 
for  Improved  Transportation,  the  Toledo 
area  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the 
Environmental  Services  Agency,  the 
Ohio  EPA,  and  Northwestern  Ohio  Limg 
Association.  Each  comment  letter  is 
available  in  the  rulemaking  docket 
which  is  on  display  during  normal 
business  hours  for  public  review  at  the 
EPA  Region  V  office.  EPA  has  reviewed 
each  comment  and  given  consideration 
to  all  of  the  comments  throughout  the 
development  of  today’s  action. 
Furthermore.  EPA  has  prepared  a 
Technical  Support  Document  which 
contains  a  discussion  of  and  Agency 
response  to  each  comment.  This 
Document  is  available  to  the  public  at 
the  EPA  Region  V  office.  Therefore,  in  a 
continuing  effort  to  expedite  the  SIP 
revision  process  and  reduce  Federal 
Register  publication  costs,  only  the 
Agency's  final  determination  is 
published  in  this  notice. 

B.  EPA  Final  Determination.  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  data  submitted  by  * 
the  State  of  Ohio  in  support  of  the 
redesignation  request  are  sufficient  to 
warrant  a  redesignation  of  Lucas  County 
relative  to  carbon  monoxide.  Based  on 
its  review  of  the  comments.  EPA  has 
further  determined  that  its  proposed 
action  should  remain  imchanged.  This 
redesignation  will  be  codified  as 
unclassifiable/attaiiunent  in  40  CFR  Part 
81.  Furthermore,  as  stated  in  the 
October  17. 1980  Federal  Register 
(68978),  there  is  no  longer  any  need  for  a 


CO  nonattainment  State  Implementation 
Plan  revision  for  Lucas  County  and  the 
restrictions  on  industrial  grovvth 
contained  in  section  110  (a)(2)(I)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (CAA)  will  now  be  lifted 
for  carbon  monoxide  from  existing 
major  CO  stationary  sources. 

in.  La  Porte  County,  Indiana 

On  May  21, 1980,  the  Indiana  APCB 
submitted  a  request  to  EPA  to  revise  the 
existing  TSP  nonattainment  designation 
of  Center,  Kankakee,  New  Durham, 
Pleasant,  and  Scipio  Townships  and  the 
area  north  and  west  of  1-94  in  La  Porte 
County  to  attainment  APCB  supported 
its  request  with  adequate  quality 
assured  ambient  air  monitoring  data 
which  showed  no  violation  of  the  TSP 
NAAQS  over  the  most  recent  eight 
quarters  of  time.  EPA  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  revising  the 
designation  on  June  12, 1981  (46  FR 
31027)  and  solicited  public  comment 
throu^  July  13, 1981.  One  comment  was 
received  supporting  EPA’s  action.  Since 
no  new  issues  were  raised  during  the 
comment  period,  EPA  is  revising  the 
nonattainment  designations  of  those 
areas  listed  above  to  attainment  This 
revision  results  in  an  attainment 
designation  for  the  entire  County. 

EPA  finds  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  these  three  actions  immediately 
effective.  Tfre  redesignation  of  an  area 
from  nonattainment  to  attainment 
relieves  a  state  of  the  necesmty  to 
develop,  submit  and  obtain  EPA 
approval  of  an  implementation  plan 
designed  to  demonstrate  attainment  of 
the  applicable  NAAQS.  By  making  this 
final  rulemaking  immediately  effective, 
some  of  the  restrictions  on  industrial 
growth  contained  in  section  110(a)(2)(I) 
of  the  CAA  w'ill  be  lifted  from  the  States 
of  Ohio  and  Indiana  if  all  other 
requirements  are  met. 


Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is  a 
“major  rde”  and.  therefore,  subject  to 
the  reqiiirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  action  does  not  constitute 
a  major  rule  because  EPA  is  revising  air 
quality  designations  at  the  request  of  the 
States  and  not  imposing  new 
"requirements.  This  action  was  submitted 
to  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  I  certify  that  the  attaiiunent 
status  redesignations  under  section 
107(d)  of  the  CAA  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  action  constitutes  attainment  status 
redesignations  under  section  107(d)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  final 
action  is  available  only  by  the  filing  of  a 
petition  for  review  in  die  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  wit^  60  days  of  today.  Under 
Section  307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
the  requirements  which  are  the  subject 
of  today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  dvil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

This  notice  of  final  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  section  107 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  7407). 

Dated:  September  19, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

PART  81— DESIGNATION  OF  AREAS 
FOR  AIR  QUALITY  PLANNING 
PURPOSES 

Subpart  C  of  Part  81  of  Chapter  1. 
Tide  40,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 


1.  Within  the  “Ohio — ^TSP”  portions  of  §  81.336,  Henry  County  should  be  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§81.336  OMo. 


* 

«  * 

* 

• 

ft 

• 

OMo— TSP 

Designated  areas 

Does  not 
meet  primary 
standards 

Does  not 
meet 

secondary 

standards 

Cannot  be 
classified 

Better  than 
national 
standards 

ft  ft 

• 

• 

• 

ft 

X 

ft  ft 

• 

• 

• 

ft 

2.  Within  the  “Ohio— Carbon  Monoxide”  portion  of  §81.336,  Lucas  County 
should  be  revised  as  follows: 

§81.336  Ohia 
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Ot^\i>—Cact)on  Monoxide 


Deaignaied  areas 

Primary  atandard 
axceaoad  aaciion 
(dXIXA) 

Undassifiabla  and/ 
or  attainmaot 
section  (dMIXE) 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

.  X 

* 

• 

• 

• 

•  • 

3.  Within  the  “Indiana — ^TSF’  portion  of  §  81.315,  La  Porte  County,  should  be 
revised  as  follows; 

§81.315  Indiana. 


Indiana— 75P 


Designatad  area 

Does  not 
meet  primary 
standards 

Does  not 
meet 

secondary 

standards 

Cannot  bo 
classified 

Better  than 
national 
standards 

. 

. 

•  ^ 

. 

..  X. 

e  e 

* 

• 

• 

|FR  Doc.  81-27917  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  COOK  8460-38-M 

40CFRPart86 

[EN-FRL 1815-2] 

Revised  Motor  Vehicle  Exhaust 
Emission  Standards  for  Oxides  of 
Nitrogen  (NOJ  for  1982  through  1984 
Model  Year  Ught>Duty  Diesel  Vehicles; 
Summary  of  Decision  and  Final  Rule. 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  establishes 
NO,  emission  stewards  for  1982, 1888 
and  1984  model  year  light-duty  vehicles 
belonging  to  12  diesel  engine  families  for 
which  I  have  granted  waivers  from  the 
standard  otherwise  applicable  under 
section  202(b)(e](B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
42  U.S.C.  7521(b)(6)(B).  I  have 
determined  that  these  engine  families 
qualify  under  the  statutory  criteria  for 
waiver  of  the  NO,  standard  in  model 
years  1982, 1983  and  1984  as  listed 
below.  This  action  has  the  effect  of 
setting  interim  NO,  standards  at  the 
most  stringent  level  that  will  permit  the 
manufacturers  to  market  these  12  diesel 
engine  families  in  the  model  years  for 
which  I  have  granted  waivers. 

EFrecnvE  DAtE:  October  26, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Information  relevant  to  this 
rule,  including  the  document  embodying 
my  decision  on  the  waiver  applications 
in  question,  is  contained  in  ^blic 
Do^et  EN-81-7  at  the  Central  Docket 
Section  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA),  Gallery  L  401  M  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C  20460,  and  is 
available  for  review  between  the  hours 


of  8K)0  a.m.  and  4KX)  p.m.  As  provided  in 
40  CFR  Part  2  EPA  may  charge  a 
reasonable  fee  for  copying  services. 
Interested  parties  may  also  obtain  the 
decision  document  from  the 
Manufacturers  Operations  Division  by 
contacting  Deborah  Schloss  or  Jerry 
Schwartz,  as  noted  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Deborah  Schloss  or  Jerry  Schwartz, 
Attorneys/ Advisors,  Manufacturers 
Operations  Division  (EN-340),  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 M 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
(202)  382-2495. 

8UPPLENKNTARY  INFORMATION:  Sec^on 
202(bKl)(B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (Act), 


For  reasons  specified  in  the  decision 
document,  I  decided  to  grant  waivers  for 
the  12  engine  families  listed  because  I 
concluded,  based  on  the  information 
contained  in  the  record,  that  waivers  are 
necessary  to  permit  the  use  of  these 
diesel  engines.  Specifically,  I  have 
determined  that  seven  diesel  engine 


42  U.S.C.  7521(b)(1)(B),  requires  that 
regulations  applicable  to  NO,  emissions 
from  light-duty  vehicles  or  engines 
manufactured  during  or  after  the  1981 
model  year  shall  contain  standards 
which  provide  that  such  emissions  firom 
vehicles  or  engines  shall  not  exceed  1 
gram  per  vehide  mile  (g/mi). 

Section  202(b)(6)(B)  of  the  Act 
authorizes  the  Adn^strator,  upon 
application  by  any  manufacturer,  to 
waive  the  statutory  NO,  standard  for 
the  1981  through  1984  model  years  for 
any  class  or  category  of  light-duty  diesel 
vehicles  or  engines  for  which  the 
Administrator  can  make  the  required 
statutory  findings.  1  must  prom^ate 
interim  NO,  standards  applicable  to  the 
subject  light-duty  diesel  engine  families 
for  those  model  years  for  which  I  have 
granted  waivers.  Applications  for  these 
waivers  were  subndtted  by  BMW  of 
North  America,  Inc.  (BMW);  Daimler- 
Benz,  AG  (D-B):  General  Motors 
Corporation  (GM);  Isuzu  Motors  Limited 
(Isuzuh  Jaguar  Rover  Triumph,  Inc. 
(Jaguar),  a  subsidiary  of  BL  Cars, 
Limited;  Nissan  Motor  Co.,  Ltd.  (Nissan); 
and  Regie  Nationale  des  Usines  Renault 
(Renault).  At  BMW's  request,  EPA  will 
postpone  dedsion  on  BMW’s  waiver 
application  for  one  diesel  engine  family 
to  allow  BMW  to  submit  further 
information.  The  statutory  criteria,  my 
determinations  with  respect  to  the 
vehicle  models  covered  by  the  waiver 
applications,  and  my  decision  to  grant 
the  waiver  applications  appear  in  a 
consolidated  dedsion  document,  whidi 
may  be  obtained  as  noted  above.  In  that 
dedsion,  I  have  granted  waivers 
covering  12  engine  families  fdr  the  1982, 
1983  and  1984  model  years. 


families,  which  have  already  received 
NO,  waivers  for  previous  model  years, 
need  waivers  to  avoid  a  significant  riak 
that  they  will  not  be  able  to  meet 
applicable  emission  standards  during 
the  waiver  period  using  technology 
expected  to  be  available.  I  have  also 
conduded  that  there  is  a  substantial  risk 


Waivers  Granted 


Manufacturer  Modet  yaara  Engkia  tarnly 


D-B . . .  1983,1984  2.4  IHer  (U-naturatty  aapiratad  (NA). 

1983,1984  3.0L-tutt>octiargad  (TQ. 

1984  2.0L-NA. 

GM . .  1983,  1984  1SL 

1983,  1984  5.7L 

1983,  1984  4.3L 

1983,  1984  EF-C*. 

lauzu  . . . . .  1983,  1984  1.8L 

Niaaan - 1983,1984  2.8L 

RanauN - - -  198Z  1983,  ZOL 

BL  Can  Umfted - -  1983, 1984  2.4L-'rC,  3SL-Ta 


*QM  requeated  confidential  treatment  of  tfw  deacription  of  angina  family  Latter  accompanying  GM  ConaoHdatad 
Application,  dated  April  27, 1981.  TNa  claim  ol  confidentiaNty  la  of  limited  duration  and  wN  auira  adian  GM  puMdy  announoaa 
ita  spacificationa.  Letter  from  T.  M.  Fiatwr,  GM,  to  Chartas  N.  Freed,  EPA,  dated  July  22,  1981. 
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that  five  new  engine  families  will  not  be 
able  to  meet  emission  standards  during 
the  waiver  period. 

Granting  waivers  for  these  engine 
families  will  not  endanger  public  health, 
because  there  will  not  be  a  significant 
increase  in  ambient  NO.  levels; 
moreover,  denying  these  waivers  could 
result  in  the  production  of  diesel 
vehicles  emitting  more  potentially 
carcinogenic  particulate  matter.  Finally, 
the  manufacturers  have  demonstrated 
that  these  engine  families  meet  the  fuel 
economy  and  long-term  air  quality 
benefit  criteria  for  waivers. 

Having  decided  to  grant  waiver 
applications  for  12  diesel  engine 
families,  I  am  simultaneously 
promulgating  regulations  adopting 
emission  standaidls  not  permitting  NO. 
emissions  of  the  D-B  2.4L  engine  family 
to  exceed  1.25  g/mi  and  the  other  engine 
families  to  exceed  U  g/mi  in  the  mc^el 
years  as  noted  above. 

The  public  has  received  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  waiver 
applications  at  issue,  and  I  have 
considered  these  comments  in  making 
the  decision  which  requires  the  ’ 
promulgation  of  this  rule.  For  this 
reason,  I  find  that  providing  notice  and 
an  opportunity  to  comment  on  this 
rulemaking  before  final  promulgation 
would  be  impracticable  and 
unnecessary. 

Because  this  rulemaking  is  based  on  a 
detailed  analysis  indicating  this 
rulemaking  will  have  a  ne^igible  effect 
on  air  quality.  EPA  has  not  prepared  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Section  3(b)  of  ^ecutive  Order  12291, 
46  FR 13193  (February  19. 1981]  requires 
EPA  to  determine  whether  a  ‘‘role”  it 
intends  to  issue  is  a  major  rule  and  to 
prepare  Regulatory  Impact  Anadyses 
(RIA)  for  aU  major  rules.  Section  l(b]  of 
the  Order  defines  “major  rule”  ais  any 
“regulation”  (as  defined  in  the  Executive 
Order]  that  is  likely  to  result  in:  , 

(1)  An  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of 
$100  million  or  more; 

(2)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries.  Federal, 
State,  or  local  government  agendes,  or 
geographic  regions;  or 

(3)  Significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the  ability  iff 
United  States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in  domestic  or 
export  markets. 

EPA  has  determined  that  this  action  is 
not  a  “major  rule”  requiring  preparation 
of  an  RIA.  This  decision  will  not  have 
an  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million.  The  manufacturers  indicated 
that  cost  savings  for  consumers  and  ' 
manufacturers  could  result  fiom  these 
waiver  grants.  Thus,  these  waiver  grants 


should  not  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the 
economy.  Since  this  action  has  the  effect 
of  relaxing  the  regulatory  requirements 
for  manufacturers,  it  is  unlikely  to  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  employment, 
investment  or  productivity.  Because 
these  waiver  grants  reduce  costs  for  the 
manufacturers  affected,  this  action  will 
not  result  in  a  major  increase  in  costs  or 
prices.  This  action  will  not  have 
significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises,  because 
this  action  requires  ail  diesel  vehicle 
manufacturers  receiving  waivers,  both 
foreign  and  domestic,  to  produce  their 
vehicles  imder  the  same  NO.  standard. 

All  domestic  and  foreign  light-duty 
diesel  manufacturers  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  a  waiver  of  the  NO.  standard  _ 
for  any  diesel  engine  families  they 
produce. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  under  Executive 
Order  12291. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  5 
U,S.C.  601  et  aeq^  EPA  is  required  to 
determine  whether  a  regulation  will 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  so 
as  to  require  a  regulatory  analysis.  The 
interim  NO.  standards  established  by 
this  rulemaking  apply  to  six  automobile 
manufacturers,  which  do  not  include  a 
substantial  number  of  “small  entities” 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b],  I 
hereby  certify  that  this  rule  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Dated:  September  19, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

PART  86— CONTROL  OF  AIR 
POLLUTION  FROM  NEW  MOTOR 
VEHICLES  AND  NEW  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
ENGINES:  CERTIFICATION  AND  TEST 
PROCEDURES 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions  for 
Emission  Regulations  for  1977  aiKf 
Later  Model  Year  New  Ligtit-Duty 
Vehicles,  1977  and  Later  Model  Year 
New  Light-Duty  Trucks,  and  1977  arKi 
Later  Model  Year  New  Heavy-Duty 
Engines 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  above,  40 
CFR  86.082-8(a](iii)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§86.062-8  Emissions  standards  for  1982 
and  iater  modsi  year  Ught-duty  vehicles. 

(aKD  *  *  ‘ 

(iii]  Oxides  of  nitrogen — IJO  grams  per 
vehicle  mile,  except  that  (A]  oxides  of 


nitrogen  emissions  from  1982  model  year 
light-^uty  vdiicles  manufactured  by 
American  Motors  Corporation  shall  not 
exceed  2.0  grams  per  vehicle  mile;  (B] 
oxides  of  nitrogen  emissions  from  light- 
duty  diesel  vehicles  of  the  following 
1982  and  later  model  year  engine 
families  shall  not  exceed  the  prescribed 
levels: 


Manufacturer  and  engine  tamly 

Stand- 

Model  years  ard  (g/ 
ml) 

General  Motors  Crop: 

1.SMer(L) _ 

...  1962.  1963. 

1.5 

1964 

4.3L . .  . 

1962.  1963. 

1.5 

1984 

&7t.  „ 

_  1962.  1983. 

IS 

1984 

FP-T  , .  . . 

....  1983.  1984 

1.5 

Oaimler-aenz  AQ: 

2.0L  . 

_  1964 

1.5 

2.4L.naturally  aspirated  (NA) _  1M1, 

1.5 

1962.  1963.  1964 

1.25 

2.4L-turbocltarged  (TQ.— 

_  1963. 1984 

1.5 

3.0L-NA„ _ _ _ 

1962 

1.5 

3.0L-TC. 

1962. 1963. 

\JS 

1964 

AS  Volva  &4L4W _ 

1962 

1.5 

Peugeot 

2JL-TC-XD2S _ 

_  1962 

1.5 

2.3L-NA-X20a _ 

1962 

1i 

Volksiwagen  AG; 

1.6L-NA'22S0  pound  kterlia 

weight  class  (LW.) _ 

1962 

1J 

1.6L-TC-22S0  I.W _ 

1962 

1.3 

1.6L-NA-2S00  I.W 

_  1962 

1.4 

1.6L-TC-2SOO  LW 

1982 

1.4 

1.6L-NA-2750  LW _ 

1962 

1.4 

1.6L-TC-2750  LW _ 

_  1962 

1.4 

2UH.-IIA-3000  LW _ 

—  1962 

1.5 

2.0L-TC-3000  LW _ 

_  1962 

IS 

Nissan  Motor  Compeny;  2.61 _ 

«  1982.  1983. 

1.5 

1964 

Isuzu  Motors  Ltd.:  1.81 _ 

1962. 1963. 

1.5 

1964 

ReanuR:  2.0U . .  . 

196A  1963, 

1.5 

1984 

BL  Cars.  Ltd. 

2.4L-TC _ 

-.  1983. 1964 

1.5 

3.6L-TC . . . . 

.  1963.  1964 

1.5 

«  «  •  * 

• 

(Secs.  202  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 

amended,  42  U.S.C.  7521, 7001  (a)(Supp.  I 

1977)) 

[FR  Doc.  n-Z7790  Filed  9-34-61;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  6S60-33-M 

40  CFR  Part  180 

[PH-FRL-1940-3;  PP  1E2443/PP  1E2444/ 

R3451 

Glyphosate;  EstabHshment  of 

Tolerances 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 

Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

suaaMARv:  This  rule  establishes 
tolerances  for  the  combined  residues  of 
the  herbicide  glyphosate  and  its 
metabolite  aminomethylphosphonic 
acid.  This  regulation  was  requested  by 
the  Interregional  Research  Project  No.  4 
(IR-4].  This  regulation  establishes  the 
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maximum  permissible  level  for  the 
combined  residues  of  the  herbicide  and 
its  metabolite  in  or  on  guavas  and 
papayas  at  0.2  part  per  million  (ppm). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  September 
25, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  may  be 
submitted  to  the:  Hearing  Clerk, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
3708  (A-110),  401 M  St.  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  Stubbs,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767C).  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
502B,  CM  #2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway.  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7123). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

issued  a  notice  that  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  20, 1981  (46  FR 
37290)  that  the  Interregional  Research 
Project  No.  4  (IR-4),  New  Jersey 
Agricultural  ^periment  Station,  PO  Box 
231,  Rutgers  University,  New  Brunswick, 
NJ  08903,  had  submitted  pesticide 
petition  numbers  1E2443  and  1E2444  to 
EPA  on  behalf  of  the  IR-4  Technical 
Committee  and  the  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station  of  Hawaii. 

These  petitions  requested  that  the 
Administrator,  pursuant  to  section 
408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  establish  tolerances  for 
the  combind  residues  of  the  herbicide 
glyphosate  [N- 

(phosphonomethyl)glycine)  and  its 
metabolite  aminomethylphosphonic  acid 
in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodities  guavas  and  papayas  at  0.2 
ppm.- 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
all  other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  pesticide  is  considered 
useful  for  the  purpose  for  which  the 
tolerances  are  sought.  It  is  concluded 
that  the  tolerances  will  protect  the 
public  health.  Therefore,  40  CFR  Part  180 
is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  October  26, 
1981,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Rm.  M-3708,  (A-llO),  401 M  St.. 
SW,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Such 
objections  must  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deemed  objectionable 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  relief  sought. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  “Major”  rule  and  therefore  does  not 
require  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  In 


addition,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (0MB)  has  exempted  this 
regulation  from  the  0MB  review 
requirement  of  Executive  Order  12291, 
pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L  96- 
534, 94  Stat.  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that  the 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establishing  exemptions  frtim  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950). 

Effective  on:  September  25, 1981. 

(Sec.  408(e).  68  Stat.  514;  (21  U.S.C.  346a(e)]) 

Dated:  September  15, 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND 
EXEMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES 
FOR  PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 
RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Therefore.  40  CFR  180.364  is  amended 
by  alphabetically  inserting  “guavas" 
and  “papayas"  to  read  as  foUows: 


§  180.364  Glyphosate;  tolerances  for 
residues. 


♦  * 

*  *  * 

Commodity 

Parts 

sz 

Hon 

Guavas . 

Papayas . 

. 

.  0.2 

. - .  OZ 

(FR  Doc.  81-27921  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S40-32-M 

40  CFR  Part  180 

[PH-FRL-1939-8;  PP  1F2456/R349] 

0,0-DiethyK>> 
Phenylphosphorothioate;  - 
Establishmant  of  Exemption  From 
Tolerancea 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  establishes  an 
exemption  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  the  inert  ingredient  0,0- 
diethyl-O-phenylphosphorothioate  when 
used  in  formulations  with  the  herbicide 
S-ethyldipropylthiocarbamate  applied  to 
com  fields  before  the  com  plants 


emerge.  This  regulation  was  requested 
by  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.  , 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  September 
25. 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  objections  may  be 
submitted  to  the:  Hearing  Clerk, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
M-3708  (A-110),  401  M  St,  SW.. 
Washin^on,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  J.  Taylor,  Product  Manager  (PM) 
25,  Registration  Division  (TS-767C), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm 
412E,  CM#2. 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7066). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

issued  a  notice  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  7, 1981  (46  FR 
25542)  that  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  1200 
S.  47th  St,  Richmond,  CA  94804,  had 
filed  a  pesticide  petition  (PP  1F2456) 
with  the  EPA.  This  petition  proposed  the 
establishment  of  an  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance  for  0.0- 
diethyl-O-phenylphosphorothioate  when 
used  in  formulations  with  the  herbicide 
S-ethyldiprcpylthiocarbamate  applied  to 
com  fields  before  the  com  plants 
emerge  from  the  soil  and  according  to 
the  following  restrictions:  0,0-diethyl- 
O-phenylphosphorothioate  (R-33865)  as 
an  inert  ingredient  in  herbicide 
formulations  with  a  maximum  of  1 
pound  R-33865  per  acre. 

No  comments  or  requests  for  referral 
to  an  advsiory  committee  were  received 
in  response  to  this  notice  of  filing. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  toxicology  data 
evaluated  included  acute  oral  LDm 
studies  in  rats  with  LDm's  of  740 
milligrams  (mg)/kilogram  (kg)  for  males 
and  580  mg/kg  for  females:  an  acute 
dermal  LDso  study  in  rabbits  with  an 
LDm  greater  than  5  grams  (g)/kg;  a 
primary  dermal  irritation  study  in 
rabbits  with  minimal  edema  and 
erythema;  acute  inhalation  studies  in 
rats  with  LCm’s  of  3.5  mg/liter  (1)  for 
males  and  2.7  mg/l  for  females: 
mutagencity — ^Ames  test  (negative); 
mutagenic  (mouse  lymphoma) — 
negative;  mutagenic  (transformation  of 
BALB/3TC) — ^negative;  mutagenic  (sister 
chromatid  exchange) — ^negative; 
mutagenicity  (Ames)  (weak  positive 
with  TA-1535.  negative  with  other 
strains):  primary  eye  irritation  study  in 
rabbits  with  Draize  equaling  zero;  90- 
day  rat  studies  with  no-observed-effect 
levels  (NOEL’s)  of  100  ppm  (systemic 
and  cholinesterase  (Cl£)):  a  6-month 
dog  feeding  study  with  a  NOEL  of  1.0 
mg/kg/day  (systemic  and  ChE);  and  a 
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neurotoxicity  with  hens  with  a  NOEL  of 
2,500  mg/kg. 

There  are  no  desirable  data  lacking, 
therefore,  there  are  no  actions  being 
taken  to  obtain  additional  data.  No 
previous  exemptions  have  been 
established  for  this  inert. 

A  theoretical  allowable  daily  intake 
(ADI)  can  be  calculated  based  on  the 
subchronic  dog  feeding  study  with  a 
NOEL  of  1.0  mg/kg/day  and  a  1000  fold 
safety  factor.  Based  on  a  worst  case 
residue  estimate  of  0.05  ppm  on  com, 
approximately  3  percent  of  the 
theoretical  ADI  would  be  utilized  by  this 
action. 

There  are  no  regulatory  actions 
pending  against  the  inert  and  no 
Rebuttable  Presumption  Against 
Registration  (RPAR)  criteria  have  been 
exceeded.  The  metabolism  of  0,0* 
diethyl-O-phenylphosphorothioate  is 
adequately  delineated.  An  analytical 
method  (gas  chromatography  using  a 
nitrogen-phosphorous  flame  ionization 
detector]  is  available  for  determining 
residues  of  R-33865.  However, 
regulatory  action  is  not  anticipated  in 
the  case  of  the  proposed  exemption. 
Since  no  detectable  residues  are 
expected  in  com  from  the  proposed  use. 
residues  are  not  expected  in  meat,  milk, 
poultry,  or  eggs. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  exemption 
h'om  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance  will 
protect  the  public  health. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  October  26, 
1981,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Cleric,  EPA,  Rm.  M-3708  (A- 
110],  401 M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460.  Such  objections  should  be 
submitted  in  quintuplicate  and  specify 
the  provisions  of  the  regulation  deemed 
objectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the 
objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing  and  the  groimds  for  the 
objections.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not 
a  “Major"  rule  and  therefore  does  not 
require  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  In 
addition,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (0MB]  has  exempted  this 
regulation  from  the  OMB  review 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291, 
pursuant  to  section  8(b]  of  that  Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96- 
534,  94  Stat  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601-612],  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establishing  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  a  significant 


economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950]. 

Effective  on:  September  25, 1981. 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(d)(2))) 

Dated:  September  14, 1981. 

Edwin  L  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

PART  160— TOLERANCES  AND 
EXEMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES 
FOR  PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 
RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Therefore,  40  CFR  Part  180  is 
amended  by  adding  §  180.1066  to  read 
as  follows: 

§180.1066  0,0-diethyl-0- 
phenylphosphorotMoate;  exemption  from 
the  reciuirement  of  tolerance. 
0,0-diethyl-0- 

phenylphosphorothioate,  applied  at  a 
maximum  of  1  pound  per  acre,  is 
exempted  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  when  used  as  a  inert 
ingredient  in  formulations  with  the 
herbicude  S-ethyldipropylthiocarbamate 
applied  to  com  fields  before  the  com 
plants  emerge  from  the  soil. 

(FS  Doc  81-Z791S  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  64 
[Docket  Na  FEMA  6139] 

List  of  Comnninitles  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Insurance  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 

Management 

action:  Final  mle. 

summary:  This  rule  lists  communities 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP]  and  eligible 
for  second  layer  insurance  coverage. 
These  communities  have  applied  to  the 
program  and  have  agreed  to  enact 
certain  flood  plain  management 
measures.  The  communities’ 
participation  in  the  regular  program 
authorizes  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  to 
owners  of  property  located  in  the 
communities  listed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

ADDRESS:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 
property  located  in  the  commimities 
listed  can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed 


property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800]  638-6620. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  ChappeU,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  287-0270  or 
EDS  Toll  Free  Line  800-638-6620  for 
Continental  U.S.  (except  Maryland]; 
800-638-6831  for  Alaska,  Hawaii,  I^rto 
Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands;  and  800- 
492-6605  for  Maryland;  500  C  Street 
Southwest,  Donohoe  Building — Romn 
505,  Washington,  DC  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP],  enables  property  owners  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 
reasonable  through  a  Fedehd  subsidy.  In 
return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Since  the 
communities  on  the  attached  list  have 
recently  entered  the  NFIP,  subsidized 
flood  insurance  is  now  available  for 
property  in  the  community. 

In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency  has 
identified  the  special  flood  hazmri  areas 
in  some  of  these  communities  by 
publishing  a  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map.  The  date  of  the  flood  map,  if  one 
has  been  published,  is  indicated  in  the 
sixth  coliunn  of  the  table.  In  the 
communities  listed  where  a  flood  map 
has  been  published.  Section  102  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended,  requires  the  purchase  of  flood 
insurance  as  a  condition  of  Federal  or 
federally  related  financial  assistance  for  ■ 
acquisition  or  construction  of  buildings 
in  the  special  flood  hazard  area  shown 
on  the  map. 

The  Director  finds  that  delayed 
effective  dates  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  The  Director  also  finds 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  under  5 
U.S.C.  553(b]  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary. 

The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  for  this  program  is  83.100 
“Flood  Insurance."  This  program  is 
subject  to  procedures  set  out  in  OMB 
Circular  A-95. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b],  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tUs  rule,  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice 
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stating  the  community's  status  in  the 
NFIP  and  imposes  no  new  requirements 
or  regulations  on  participating 
communities. 


Section  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in 
alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the 
table. 


In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
community.  The  ent^  reads  as  follows: 


§  64.6  List  of  eligfblo  communities. 


State  and  county 


Location 


Community  Effective  date  of  authorization  of  sale  of  flood 

number  Insurance  for  area 


Hazard  area  identified 


CaKfomia:  Sonoma . 

Georgia:  Ware . . . . 

Iowa: 

Pottawattamie . . . . . . 

Montgomery . . . . 

Illinois: 

Kane . . . . . . 

Indiana: 

Adams . . . . . . . 

Cass . . . 

Howard . . . . . - . 

Kentucky:  Greerwjp  . . . . 

Louisiana: 

Vermilion  parish . . 

St  Landry  parish  . . - . 

Michigan: 

Bay . . . . . . . 

Macomb  . . . 

Missouri: 

New  Madrid . 

Do  . 

Do  . 

North  Carolina: 

Edgecombe . «... . 

Catawba . . . 

Nebraska:  Madison . . 

New  Jersey: 

Monmouth . . . 

Hunterdon . . . 

New  York; 

Onondaga................. . 

Monroe... . . . . . . 

Steuben . . . . . . . . 

Erie . . . . . 

Onortdaga . . 

Broome . . ................ 

Chenango . . . . . 

Do  _ _ 

Monroe  _ _ _ ....... 

Genesee  . . 

Rockland  _ 

Seneca. _ _ 

Rensselaer . . . . . . 

Cayuga . — . . 

Seneca . . -  ■ 

Wyoming . . . . . 

South  Carolina;  Cherokee . . 

Tennessee:  Sumner . 

Texas: 

De  Witt . 

Be« . . 

Do . . . 

Do . . . 

Dallas . 

Washington:  King . . . 

Wisconsin: 

Oconto . . . . . 

Brown _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Monroe . . . . . 

Arizona: 

Pinal . . . . . . 

Do . 

Fkxida; 

Lee . . . 

Pasco . . . 

Do _ _ _ 

Do . . 

Bay . . . . 

St.  Luda....;. _ _ 

Illinois:  Kane ... _ _ _ _ 

Indiana: 

La  Porte . . . . . 

St  Joseph _ _ _ 

Kansas:  Sedgwick . . . .......... 

Massachusetts:  Hawpahlfe . 


Santa  Rosa,  city  of . .  060381 . 

Waycross,  city  of . . . . . .  130186 . 

Nevada,  city  of . . .  190258 . 

Oakland.  cHy  of . . .  190237 _ 

Red  Oak,  city  of .  190210 . 

Geneva,  city  of . . .  170325 . 

Lynwood,  village  of . . .  170119 . 

Adams  County* . . .  180424 . . 

Cass  County* _ _ _  180022 . 

Clarksvilte,  town  of . . . .  180026 . 

Kokomo,  city  of . . . . . .  160093 . 

South  Shore,  city  of. . .  210091 . . 

Abbeville,  city  of . . .  220264 . 

Opelousas,  dty  of . .'......  220173 . 

Almont  village  of . . .  2603 11 ........ 

Pinconning,  city  of . . . .  260607 „„.... 

Steding  Heights,  city  of . .  260128.. _ 

Matthews,  city  of . .  290254 . 

North  Lilboum,  village  of . . . . . .  290257 . . 

Risco,  city  of . . .  290260 . 

Edgecombe  County  * . . . . .  370087 _ _ 

Hickory,  city  of .  370054 _ 

Madison,  city  of .  310240... _ _ 

Atlantic  Highlands,  borough  of . -  340286 . 

CaHfon,  borough  of . . . . .  340232 . 

Camlllus,  village  of . .  360571 . 

Churchvilie,  village  of .  360999 . . 

Coming,  town  of... .  .  360773 . 

Depew,  village  of. .  .  360236 . 

East  Syracuse,  village  of . .  .  360574 . 

Fenton,  town  .  .  360046 . 

Greene,  town  of . . . . . .  .  361087... _ 

Greene,  village  of .  .  360159 . . 

Hilton,  village  of . .  .  360420 . 

Le  Roy,  village  of .  .360281...™.. 

PlermonL  village  of .  .360687 . 

Seneca  Falls,  town  of . .  .  360756 . 

Stephentown,  town  of . .  .361170 . 

Sterling,  town  of . . . .  .  360126 . 

Waterloo.  vHlage  of .  360760 . 

Wyoming,  village  of .  360952 . 

Gaffney,  city  of . . .  450046 . 

.  Gallatin,  city  of .  470185 . 

,  Cuero,  city  of .  480196 . 

Harker  Heights,  city  of . . . . .  480029 . . 

,  Holtand,  city  of . . . .  480030....™.. 

,  Killeen,  city  of... .  480031 _ 

,  Lancaster,  dty  of . ............™...i . .  480182 . 

.  Tukwila,  city  of . . .  530091....... 

.  Oconto,  city  of........ . . . .  550297 _ 

.  Pulaski,  village  of . . . . . .  550024 . 

.  Sparta,  dty  of . . . .  550290 . 

.  Florence,  town  of . ; .  040064 . 

.  Kearny,  town  of . . . .  040085 . 

.  Cape  Coral,  dty  of . . . . .  125095 . 

.  Dade  City,  dty  of _ _ _  120231 _ 

.  New  Pori  Richey,  dty  of...™....’. . . .  120232 . 

.  Port  Richey,  dty  of .  120234....... 

.  Springfield,  city  of . . . .  120014 _ 

.  St.  Lude  County* . . . .  120285 . 

,  Carpentersville,  village  of..... . . .  170322 . 

.  Michigan  City,  aty  of . . . . .  180147 _ _ 

.  Mishawaka,  dly  of .  180227...... 

.  HaysviHe,  cHy  of  _ _ _  200324 . 

.  Ware,  town  of.  . . .  250172 . 


...  Jan.  16,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular - July  26. 1974. 

....  Jan.  10, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular...........  May  24,  1974. 

....  Nov.  25, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1961  regular..........  June  28,  1974. 

....  May  30. 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular....,.™...  Jan.  9, 1974. 

....  Aug.  22, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular - ...  June  28, 1974. 

....  Sept.  26,  1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular™.™....  Aug.  9,  1974. 

....  Jan.  30, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _ Apr.  12, 1974. 

...  Aug.  25,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _  Aug.  26,  1977. 

....  June  ^2,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular..™...™.'  Jan.  10, 1975. 

....  Oct  15, 1971  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular...™,™.™  June  14, 1974. 

....  Feb.  19, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular......™..  Dec.  17, 1973. 

...  Sept  8, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular .........™  Feb.  1, 1974. 

....  July  1, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular. _ _  Mar.  15,  1974. 

....  Dec.  12, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular...™ . Jurte  14,  1974. 

....  Aug.  14, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _  May  10, 1974. 

....  Mar.  17, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ _....  Mar.  18, 1977. 

...  Jan.  12,  1973  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _ _  June  29, 1973. 

....  Apr.  14, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular..™.....  May  17,  1974. 

....  Apr.  21, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _  Feb.  6,  1976. 

....  S^  3, 1975  emergency.  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _ _  Apr.  18, 1975. 

....  Aug.  6,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ ....  Nov.  29, 1974. 

....  Sept  23, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1961  regular _  Sept  13, 1974. 

.  Sept.  6, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular  .._„.„™..  Sept  6, 1974. 

....  June  19, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular ...„„...™  Feb.  20, 1976. 
.  Sept  18,  1974  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1961  regular _ _  Sept.  13,  1974. 

.  July  17, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular . .  July  30,  1976. 

Aug.  1, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1961  regular _  June  28,  1974. 

.  Mar.  23,  1973  emergency.  Aug.  3, 1961  regular.™.....™..  Sept  14,  1973. 

.  Dec.  24, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular .._.._™..  Feb.  22, 1974. 

.  July  23, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ _ _  Apr.  12,  1974. 

.  Jufie  12, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ _  3, 1974. 

—  Jan.  12, 1976  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ _  Dec.  27, 1974. 

.....  Mar.  4,  1977  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular  .......„_™..  Feb.  20;  1976. 

™..  Nov.  t5. 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular  ™...«.™.  Mar.  8,  1974. 
. Oct  9, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular  .._™™„.._  Do. 

.  Nov.  8,  1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  'regular _ .........  Mar.  15,  1974. 

.  June  20,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular........ _ June  28,  1974. 

_  May  13, 1977  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular™, _ Dec.  20. 1974. 

.  Nov.  26,  1976  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _ _  July  26,  1974. 

.  July  24,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _ _  May  31, 1974. 

. July  21, 1976  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular.....™„._„  May  17, 1974. 

.  Feb.  11, 1974  emergency.  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ June  28, 1974. 

.  May  27,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _  Aug.  16,  1974. 

.  Oct  16,  1974  emergerKy,  Aug.  3,  1981  regular _ _  May  3, 1974. 

.  Nov.  27, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _ _  May  24,  1974. 

..™  May  27, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1961  regular _ _  June  14, 1974. 

.....  Dec.  10, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular  _ _ .....  Nov.  1, 1974. 

.  May  28, 1974  emergency.  Aug.  3, 1981  regular. . June  7, 1974. 

.....  Apr.  2,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1961  regulw  . .  May  24,  1974. 

.  Sept.  17,  1973  emergency.  Aug.  3,  1981  regular..™. .  Dec.  28,  1973. 

. Feb.  27, 1976  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1961  regular.™™....™  May  24, 1974. 

.  Apr.  15.  1975  emergency,  Aug.  3, 1981  regular _  Jan.  9, 1974. 

.  Aug.  8, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular..... .  May  3,  1974. 

. Aug.  15. 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular _ ....  Nov.  30,  1973. 

. July  2. 1971  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  ragular............  Mar.  27.  1975. 

—  May  2, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular™.. _  Jan.  16, 1974. 

.  Dec.  12.  1974  emergency,  Aug.  17,  1981  regular™.....  Do. 

......  Aug.  30, 1974  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular... .  Do. 

.  May  1, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular.. . .  July  19. 1974. 

.  May  31, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular™.. _ Jan.  24, 1975. 

.  Se^.  25, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular _ _  Mar.  22,  1974. 

—  Mar.  20,  1975  emergency,  Aug.  17,  1961  regular _ _  July  19.  1974. 

.....  Feb.  24,  1975  emergertcy,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular.™..™.  Dec.  28,  1974. 

. Jan.  17,  1975  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1961  regular™.™....  June  28, 1974. 

.  Jan.  27, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular.™ .  Do. 


Cumberland. 


South  Portland,  dty  of . .  230053 . Oct  15, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular _  Feb.  22. 1974. 
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Sagadahoc . . .  West  Bath,  town  of .  230211 _ .......  Juno  14. 1976  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular _ Jaa  3,  1975. 

Michigan.  Wayne . . . Trenton,  city  ot . .  260244. . . .  Mar.  30. 1973  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1961  regular.-..^-.  May  10, 1974. 

Missouri: 

New  Madrid .  Lilboum,  city  o1- _ _ _ _  290252 . .  June  25, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular  May  17, 1974. 

Do . . . .  Marston,  city  0l . . . . . .  290253 .  Aug.  8, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular..._»_  May  24, 1974. 

Do ....._ . . . .  Parma,  city  of  . . . . . . . . .  290258 .  July  24. 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular Mar.  29, 1974. 

Mississippi:  Hinds _ _ — . Clinton,  d^ot . . . i........  280071 .  Jan.  15, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular _ June  14, 1974. 

Nebraska: 

Dodge .  Dodge  county ' . . . . .  310068 .  Apr.  18, 1975  emergertcy,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular  Aug.  16. 1977. 

Adams . . .  Hastings,  city  of .  310001  July  24.  1974  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular  May  10, 1974. 

New  Jersey:  Passaic . .  Little  Palls,  township  of _ _ _  340401 . .  July  6.  1973  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular . .  Dec.  28, 1973. 

New  York: 

Broome . . . . Chenango,  town  of . . .  360040 . .' .  July  16,  1975  emergency,  Aug  17, 1981  regular Mar.  8, 1974. 

Westchester . . . . .  North  Tarrytown.  village  of  . . .  361515 .  Sept.  12, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17. 1981  regular. _ Dec.  13, 1974. 

Erie . . . . . . . Tonewanda.  town  of . . .  .  360260 . July  28. 1975  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular.... _ June  7, 1974. 

Ohio: 

Cuyahoga. . . . .  Euclid,  city  of . . .  390107 . . .  July  3. 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular _ Apr.  5, 1974. 

Do........... . . .  Middleburg  Heights,  city  of. . . . .  390117. _ _ _ _  Jan.  20. 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular Jan.  16. 1974. 

Do............ . . . Parma  Heights,  city  of... . . . . .  390124 . . Jan.  24.  1975  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular Mar.  22, 1974. 

Do . . . .  Parma,  city  of . . . . .  390123 — . .  Apr.  10. 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  tegular _ .....  May  17, 1974. 

Do... . . .  South  Euclid,  city  of . . . .................  390131 _ ........  Aug.  5. 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17. 1961  regular. . . May  22, 1974. 

Do . . . . . Wanensville  Heists,  city  of............. _ _  390135 _  July  7. 1975  emergerxiy,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular......^  Mar.  15. 1974. 

Oklahoma:  Tulsa......... . . .  Broken  Anew,  dty  of .  400236 . Nov.  27. 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular Oct  18, 1977. 

Oregon:  Linn . . .  Brownsville,  city  of . . .  410138 .  Aug.  19. 1974  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1961  regular.. _ _  Dec.  7. 1973. 

Pennsylvania: 

Bradford . . .  Towanda.  township  of . . .  421113 .  Apr.  4. 1977  emergency,  Aug.  17. 1981  regular  .......  July  26, 1974. 

Montgomery.......™ . . . .  Upper  Frederick,  township  of.... . .  421916 .  Nov.  15, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular.... _ Dec.  20, 1974. 

Rhode  Island:  Newport . . .  Little  Compton,  town  of . . . .  440035 .  May  9,  1975  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular . .  July  19. 1974. 

Texas: 

Washington . . . .  Brenham.  city  of . . .  480648 .  Dec.  31. 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17. 1981  regular _ _  May  24. 1974. 

Navarro . . . Corsicana,  city  o1 . - . .  480496 .  Dec.  19. 1974  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular..™.™.  Dec.  27, 1974. 

Brooks . . . . .  Falfurrias.  cHy  of . .....  480086 . June  2, 1977  emergency.  Aug.  17,  1961  regular..™..™.  Jan.  23, 1974. 

Utah: 

Box  Elder .  Brigham  City,  city  of . . . .  490006 .  Nov.  1, 1974  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular...™.™.  June  7, 1974. 

Davis . . . Farmington,  city  ot _ _ _ .... _ _  490044._.......™.  May  13. 1975  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1961  regular....™™  June  28, 1974. 

Do . . . . . Fruit  Heights.  (5ty  of . . .  490045 .  May  11, 1977  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular...™™.  Mar.  18. 1977. 

Virginia:  Wise . . . .  Wise  County* . _ ...... —  510174 . Oct  30. 1974  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular..™™™  July  11, 1975. 

Washington'  Klickitat . . . Goldendale,  city  of..... . . . .  530101.........™™  Aug.  5. 1974  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1981  regular.™™™™  May  24, 1974. 

Wisconsin: 

Washington . .  Jackson,  village  of........................................  550530 . Apr.  2, 1975  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular..™.™.™  Dea  28, 1973. 

Monroe _ _ _  Tomah,  dty  of........ _ 550291......™™.  My  27, 1975  emergertcy,  Aug.  17, 1981  regular..™™™.  May  31, 1974. 

West  Virginai:  CabeH . . .  Huntington,  city  of . . . . .  540018 . . . .  Se^.  27, 1973  emergency,  Aug.  17, 1961  regular  ™.JL.  May  6, 1977. 

Vermont:  Orleans......... . . .  Newport,  ^  of . .  500086 . Aug.  19, 1981  emergency.  Aug.  17, 1881  regular..™..™  Oe&  13, 1977. 


‘  Unincorporated  areas. 

Total  is  101. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov,  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support) 

Issued:  September  18, 1981. 

John  E.  Didcey. 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27730  Filed  9-24-61:  6:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  67ie-03-M 


44  CFRPart64 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  61401 

List  of  Communities  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Insurance  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  lists  communities 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  These 
communities  have  applied  to  the 
program  and  have  agreed  to  enact 
certain  flood  plain  management 
measures.  The  communities’ 
participation  in  the  program  authorizes 
the  sale  of  flood  insiu'ance  to  owners  of 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed. 


EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

ADDRESSES:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed  can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed 
property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Ingram 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phcme:  (800)  638-6620. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  287-4)184  or 
EDS  Toll  Free  Line  800-638-6620  for 
Continental  U.S.  (except  Maryland); 
806-638-6831  for  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands;  and  800- 
492-6605  for  Maryland.  500  C  Street 
Southwest,  Donohoe  Building — ^Room 
506,  Washington.  DC  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  enables  property  owners  to 


purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 
reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In 
return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Since  the 
communities  on  the  attached  list  have 
recently  entered  the  NFIP,  subsidized 
flood  insurance  is  now  available  for 
property  in  the  community. 

In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency  has 
identified  the  special  flood  hazard  areas 
in  some  of  these  communities  by 
publishing  a  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map.  The  date  of  the  flood  map.  if  one 
has  been  published,  is  indicated  in  the 
sixth  column  of  the  table.  In  the 
communities  listed  where  a  flood  map 
has  been  published.  Section  102  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended,  requires  the  purchase  of  flood 


47228  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  186  /  Friday.  September  25,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


insurance  as  a  condition  of  Feder£d  or 
federally  related  financial  assistance  for 
acquisition  or  construction  of  buildings 
in  the  special  flood  hazard  area  shown 
on  the  map. 

The  Director  finds  that  delayed 
effective  dates  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  The  Director  also  finds 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  \mder  5 
U.S.C.  S53(b)  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary. 

The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  for  this  program  is  83.100 

§  64.6  List  of  eligible  communities. 


“Flood  Insurance.”  This  program  is 
subject  to  procedures  set  out  in  OMB 
Circular  A-95. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director.  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule,  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 


This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice 
stating  the  community’s  status  in  the 
NFIP  and  imposes  no  new  requirements 
or  regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

Section  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in 
alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the 
table. 

In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
community.  The  ent^  reads  as  follows: 


state  and  county 


Communtty  Na 


Effective  dates  o<  auttMffzation/Gancellation  ol 
sale  oi  fkxxt  insuianco  ki  oommunity 


Special  flood  hazard  area  identifled 


Connecticut  New  Haven _ 

Florida: 

Sarasota _ 

Manatee _ 

Illinois: 

Sangamon . . 

Winnebago . 

Lake.... 

Sarrgamon . 

Kane  and  Du  Page _ 


....  Ansonia,  city  of _ _ _ 

..„  North  Port  city  of _ _ _ 

...  Palmetto,  city  of _ ........ 

Chatham,  village  of . 

....  Durar<d.  village  of . . 

Lake  VMa.  village  of . 

Pleasant  Plains,  Wtage  of.. 
SL  Charles,  city  of~ . 


120279B. 
1201 S9B. 


170601C _ 


Sept  2, 1081,  suspension  withdrawn^.. 


_ _ do . . - _ 


Indiana:  Lake . 

Louisiana:  Ascension  Parish. 

Maine:  Cumbertand..«_ . 

Minnesota: 

Crow  Wmg .  . 

Fillmore . . _____ 

Steele _ _ 


Unincorporated  areas . - 

Unincorporated  areas . 

Windham,  town  of . . 


Crosby,  city  of _ 

Lanesboro,  city  of._. _ 

Medford,  dty  of _ 


1707808.. 
17037SB_ 

1707088.. 
170330C.. 

1801288 _ 
2200138- 
2301808- 

2700048- 

2701268- 

2704628- 


-..do- 

-..do- 
....do.. 
-..do- 
— do.. 

— do- 

-..do- 

-..do- 
— do.. 
_.do- 


Shelly,  dty  of 

270327B_ 

270132B..«.™- 

Hn 

300143B  _ 

New  Jersey: 

340064B 

New  York: 

. 

360682C.» _ _ 

360892B 

Pennsylvania: 

^911fi7A 

A2niioe . 

Blair _ _ _ 

,  421387A.... _ 

Montgomery..  ' _ _ _ 

.  421013B _ 

.  421131B..»» . 

York. _  _ 

.  420934B _ 

.  421 778B 

Columbia  . 

.  421004B _ 

South  Carolina:  Richland 

.  4501 72B . 

South  Dakota:  Lawrence _ _ _ 

.  460046B _ 

Texas: 

.  480624B 

Waller _  _  _ 

.  481097B....™-. 

Virginia:  j 

.  S10038B _ 

Hanover _ _  — .  „ 

..  S10237A _ 

Page .  . . . . . 

510110B_.„  .. 

.  510141CJ 

Washingtore 

Thurston  -  — .. 

..  630189B_».„ 

Pierce _  .  .— 

.  Gig  Harbor,  town  ol . . 

»  530142B. 

Pennsylvania:  Juniata _ _ 

Michigan:  Huron _ _ _ -...  - 

«  420521  B.»..  - 

July  7,  1975,  emergency.  May  19,  1981,  regu¬ 
lar,  May  10,  1981,  suspended,  S^  1, 
1081,  reinstated. 

-  260569 _ _ - 

Minnesola:  Hennepin . . . . 

.  Hassan,  toirnehip  of  - . - . 

..  2706788 _ 

Apr.  14,  1975,  emergency.  Mar.  16,  1981, 

...  May  3. 1074  and  Mar.  11, 1977. 

.„.  June  10, 1077. 

._  July  10, 1074  and  Feb.  20, 1076. 

_ Nov.  18,  1073,  June  11,  1078,  aid  June  8, 

1070. 

-..  Apr.  5, 1074  and  Jan.  2, 1078. 

May  3, 1074  and  Sept  10, 1075. 

Mar.  2%  1074  and  May  14, 1078. 

Mar.  IS,  1074,  June  4,  1076,  and  Dec  17. 
1078. 

Dec.  8, 1074  and  June  24, 1077. 

Dec.  12, 1078. 

Jaa  10, 1075  and  Oct  22, 1076. 

June  28, 1074  and  Aug.  6, 1076. 

May  24, 1074  and  June  4. 1078. 

Apr.  12, 1074  and  May  28, 1078. 

Mar.  20, 1074  and  Feb.  6, 1078. 

Aug.  18, 1074  and  Mar.  10. 1078. 

May  17. 1074  and  Aug.  13, 1076. 

Feb.  2. 1078. 


Jan.  0, 1074  and  Dec.  31, 1076. 
June  21, 1073  and  Mar.  10. 1078. 


Nov.  8. 1074. 

Feb.  8. 1074  and  May  28, 1078. 

June  IS.  1061. 

Nov.  1.  1074,  July  2.  1076.  and  Jaa  3. 1076. 
July  10.  1874  and  July  2. 1076. 

Sept  14, 1073  and  July  tS,  1977. 

May  31,  1974  and  Aug.  13. 1076. 

Apr.  12, 1074  and  Jan.  7. 1077. 

June  28, 1974  and  Oct  22. 107& 

Mar.  27,  1974  and  June  4, 1976. 

Sept  13, 1974  «id  May  31, 1977. 

May  12,  1977. 

June  14, 1074  and  Sept  17, 1978. 

Dea  13. 1074. 

Apr.  S.  1974  and  J«t  16.  1076. 

Apr.  12,  1074,  June  18,  1976,  and  July  22, 
1977. 


I  York:  Sanaca..— . 


North  Carolina:  Randolph  .... 


Seneca  Fafls,  village  of.. 


...  Archdale,  dty  of... 


New  Jersey:  Salem . 

Penneylvania:  Petty _ 

CaKlomia:  SisHyou. _ 

Michigan:  Shiawassee. _ 

Montana:  Golden  Valey. 


...  Ptttsgrove,  township  of..-.. 

...  Toboyna,  township  of-. . 

_  Weed,  dty  of - 

-.  Shiavrassee,  township  of- 
-.  Lavina,  town  ol. _ _ 


...  340421A- 
...  421880A.. 
-.  060649B- 

...  260S23 . 

„  300031.-.. 


regular.  Mar.  16,  1981,  suspended.  Sept  3, 
1981,  reinstated. 

May  30,  1975,  emergency,  Aug.  3,  1981, 
regular,  Aug.  3,  1981,  suspended.  Sept  4, 
1081,  reinstated. 

May  27,  1976,  emergency,  July  16.  1981, 
regular,  Ajiy  18,  1981,  suspended.  Sept  8, 
1961,  reinsuted. 

.  Sept  8,  1981,  emergency . . . . 

..do.. 

Sept  10, 1961,  emergency 

. do. 

..—do. 


Nov.  15,  1974  and  Oct  24, 1075. 
June  28, 1974  and  Dec.  26, 1075. 
Apr.  12, 1974  and  Mar.  6, 1078. 


Oct  3,  1975. 
Fab.  10, 1078. 


Apr.  12, 1974  and  Jaa  9, 1978. 
June  10, 1077. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  186  /  Friday.  September  25,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations  47229 


Stole  and  county  Locatioa  Community  No.  ?raiumn«ryccTnmu^^  Special  flood  hazard  area  idenSlied 


Tennessee:  Shelby . . Arlington,  town  of . . .  470262A .  Sept  10.  1901,  emergency.  Sept  10.  1961,  July  2S,  1975  and  June  15, 1961. 

regular. 

Texas; 

Ector _ _ _ _ _ _ Unincorporated  areas .  460796A . SepL  11, 1961,  emergency..,. _ _ Nov.  29, 1977. 

Fort  Bend . . Richmond,  City  of . . . 460231A.....«.,.  Sept  21,  1961,  emergency.  Sept  11,  1961,  June  26, 1974. 

withdrawn. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1960);  effective  Jan.  26,  1969  (33  FR  17804. 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support) 

Issued:  September  15, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 

(FR  Doc.  61-27731  Hied  9-24-81;  8:45  am)  ' 

BILUNQ  CODE  671S-0»4a 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
46  CFR  Part  527 

0MB  Clearance  Information; 

Correction 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  FinalTule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
paragraph  designation  contained  in  final 
rules  reflecting  0MB  clearance 
requirements  which  were  published 
August  25, 1981  (46  FR  42869  and  42870). 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  (202)  523- 
5725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Accordingly,  the  following  corrections 
are  made  in  FR  Doc.  81-24669  appearing 
on  42869  in  the  issue  of  August  25, 1981: 

On  Page  42869,  Col.  3,  Part  527,  the 
amendatory  language  for  §  527.1  is 
corrected  to  read; 

“(b)  Add  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to 
§  527.1  to  read  as  follows;” 

Frands  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  61-27952  Filed  9-24-61: 8:45  am) 

BNJJNG  CODE  e730-01-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  13, 73. 74 
[Docket  No.  20817) 

Radio  Operator  Licensing  Program; 
Correction 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects 
several  inadvertent  omissions  and 
errors  in  the  texts  of  the  amended  rules 


relating  to  the  F.C.C.  radio  operator 
licensing  program  which  were  published 
July  8, 1961  (46  FR  35450). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
John  W.  Reiser.  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-9660. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Erratum 

Released:  September  21, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  an  inquiry  relating  to 
the  Commission’s  radio  operator 
Licensing  Program,  Docket  No.  20617. 

In  the  above  captioned  Fourth  Report 
and  Order,  FCC  81-266,  adopted  June  16, 
1981,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
F  egister  July  8, 1981,  at  46  FR  35450, 
several  errors  and  omissions  appear  in 
the  text  of  the  Appendix  setting  forth  the 
amended  rules.  The  following 
corrections  are  required: 

1.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35461,  center  column,  by  inserting 
between  text  paragraphs  8  and  9  the 
following  two  paragraphs  designated  as 
8a  and  8b: 

PART  13— COMMERCIAL  RADIO 
OPERATIONS 

8a.  Section  13.26  is  revised  in  its  . 
entirety  to  read  as  follows: 

§13.26  Cancellation  of  previous  licenses. 

When  an  applicant  is  issued  a 
commercial  radio  operator  license,  other 
commercial  radio  operator  licenses  held 
by  that  applicant  will  be  cancelled  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 


Licensed  Issued  Ucensefs)  cancelled 


licensed  issued  License(s)  cancelled 


Radiotelegraph  Third  Class 
Operato'  Pennit 


General  Radiotelepfxxie  Op¬ 
erator  License. 


Marine  Radio  Operator 
Pennit. 


Radiotelegraph  Third  Class 
Operator  Permit; 

Marine  Radio  OperMor 
PennH.  Restricted; 

Radiotelephone  OperMor 
PermlL 

Radtoielegraph  Third  Class 
Operator  Permit; 

Marine  Radk>  Operator 
PermiL  ResVicted; 

Radiotelephone  Operator 
PermiL 

Radiotelephone  Hrst  Class 
Operator  License; 

Radiotelephone  Second 
Class  Operator  Lioansec 

Radwtelephone  Third  Class 
Operator  Permit; 

Marine  Rado  Operator 
PennlL  Restricted; 

Radiotelephone  Operator 
Permit 

Radiotelephone  Third  Class 
Operator  Permit 


8b.  Section  13.28  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (d),  and  a  Note 
following  that  paragraph,  as  follows: 

§  13.28  License  renewals. 

***** 

(d)  The  Radiotelephone  First  and  ^ 
Second  Class  Operator  Licenses  will  not 
be  renewed  as  such.  Persons  holding 
either  of  these  two  licenses  may  be 
issued  a  General  Radiotelephone 
Operator  License  upon  renewal. 

Note. — Until  further  notice  implementing 
the  full  provisions  of  the  Fourth  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  Number  20817,  adopted  on 
June  16, 1981,  the  Commission  will  continue 
to  issue  renewal  Radiotelephone  First  and 
Second  Class  Operator  Licenses, 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(d)  above. 


Radiotelegraph  First  Class 
Operator  License. 


Radioielegraph  Second  Class 
Operator  Licensa 


Radiotelegraph  Second  Class 
Operator  License: 

Radiotelegraph  ThM  Class 
Operator  Permit; 

Radiotelephone  Third  Class 
Operator  Permit; 

Marine  Radio  Operator 
PermiL  Restricted; 

Radiolelephone  Operator 
PermiL 

Radiotelegraph  Third  Class 
Operator  Permit; 


PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

§73.144  [Corrected] 

2.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35462,  first  column,  by  changing  the 
words  “system"  to  “systems”  in  the 
headnote  of  §  73.144. 
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§73.1580  [Corrected] 

3.  The  Hnal  rules  are  ccvrected  at  46 
FR  35463,  center  column,  by  changing 
the  section  reference 

“§  73.1830(a)(i)(ix)”  to 
“§  73.1830{a)(l){ix)". 

§  73.1870  [Corrected] 

4.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35464,  first  column,  by  changing  the 
phrase  “make  any  necessary  repairs”  to 
“initiate  any  necessary  repairs”  in  the 
text  of  paragraph  (c)(1)  in  §  73.1870. 

PART  74— EXPERIMENTAL, 

AUXlUARY,  AND  SPECIAL 
BROADCAST  AND  OTHER  PROGRAM 
DISTRIBUTIONAL  SERVICES 

§74.533  [Corrected] 

5.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35464,  third  column,  by  chan^ng  the 
number  “3”  to  the  number  “30”  in 
paragraph  (b)(4)  of  %  74.533. 

§  74.834  [Corrected] 

6.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35464,  third  column,  by  changing  the 
phrase  "§§  74.18  or  74.655”  to  read 
“§§  74.18  or  74.665”  in  paragraph  (a)(1) 
of  §  74.634. 

7.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35465,  middle  column,  by  inserting 
paragraph  (b)  between  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (c)  of  §  74.766  to  read  as  follows: 

§  74.786  TV  broadcast  transtator  operator 
requlreinente. 

***** 

(b)  Simple  maintenance  such  as  the 
replacement  of  tubes,  fuses,  or  other 
plug-in  components  and  adjustments 
which  will  not  result  in  the  improper 
operation  of  the  apparatus  may  be  made 
by  any  person  designated  by  the  station 
licensee. 

***** 

§74.1250  [Corrected] 

8.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35465,  third  column,  by  inserting  the 
notation  that  paragraphs  (f)  and  (g)  are 
mariced  “(Reserved)”  in  the  text  of  rule 
S  74.1250. 

§74.1266  [Corrected] 

9.  The  final  rules  are  corrected  at  46 
FR  35465,  third  column,  by  changing  the 
rule  section  “§  74.734"  to  read 

“§  74.1234”  in  paragraph  (d)  of  §  74.1266. 


Federal  Conununications  Commission. 

William  ).  Tticarico, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27955  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

Biixma  CODE  tri2-oi-« 

DEP^TMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
50  CFR  Part  27 

Correction  of  Regulations  Regarding 
Disturbing  Violations;  With  Weapons 

aqcncy:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

action:  Correction;  reinstatement  of 
final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  an 
error  resulting  from  the  publication  of 
special  regulations,  concerning  public 
access,  use  and  recreation  for  the 
Charles  M.  Russell  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  and  UL  Bend  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Montana,  whidi  erroneously 
amended  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Section  27.42,  Firearms,  and 
§  27.43,  Weapons  other  than  Firearms, 
are  corrected  to  read  as  they  did  prior  to 
the  publication  of  special  regulations 
which  resulted  in  the  erroneous 
amendment 

EFFECTIVE  date:  September  25, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  C.  Reffalt  Chief,  Division  of 
Refiw  Management,  U.8.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  SmYice,  Washington,  D.C. 

20240  (pfamie  202-643-4791). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
author  of  this  document  is  Ronald  L 
Fowler,  Division  of  Refuge  Management 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240  (phone  202-343- 
4305).  Special  regulations  under  the 
provisions  of  {  26.34  concerning  public 
access  use,  and  recreation  for  individual 
national  wildlife  refuges:  S  27.42, 
firearms;  and  §  27.43,  weapons  other 
than  firearms,  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Re^ster  (45  FR  55743,  Aug.  21, 
1980).  Hiese  rules  were  intended  to 
apply  only  to  the  Charles  M.  Russell 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  and  the  UL 
-  Bend  National  Wildlife  Refuge  in 
Montana.  Because  of  erroneous 
amendatory  language,  50  CFR  27.42  and 
27.43,  applicable  to  national  wildlife 
refuges  in  general,  were  amended. 

Special  regulations  such  as  those  cited 
above  are  issued  annually  imder  the 
provisions  of  §  26.33(a)  where  there  is  a 


need  to  amend,  modify,  relax,  or  make 
more  stringent  regulations  concerning 
public  access  and  use  within  national 
wildlife  refuges.  The  purpose  of  the 
regulations  was  to  relax  the  restrictions 
concerning  firearms  and  other  weapons 
on  the  Charles  M.  Russell  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  and  the  UL  Bend 
National  Wildlife  Refuge.  However, 
through  an  error  S  S  27.42  and  27.43  were 
erroneously  modified. 

Because  of  the  administrative  nature 
of  these  corrections,  the  U.S. 

Department  of  the  Interior  has 
concluded  that  "good  cause”  exists 
within  the  meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(3) 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  to 
expedite  the  implementation  of  this  rule. 
Therefore,  the  effective  date  is 
September  25, 1981. 

PART  27— PROHIBITED  ACTS 

This  document  reinstates  the  text  of 
§§  27.42  and  27.43  to  that  in  effect  prior 
to  the  error.  Accordingly,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  is  correcting 
the  two  sections  as  shown  below: 

§  27.42  Ftrearms. 

Only  the  following  persons  may 
possess,  use,  or  transport  firearms  on 
national  wildlife  refuges  in  accordance 
with  this  section  and  applicable  Federal 
and  State  law: 

(a)  Persons  using  firearms  for  public 
hunting  imder  the  provisions  of  50  CFR 
32. 

(b)  Persons  carrying  unloaded 
firearms,  that  are  cUsmantled  mr  cased, 
in  vehicles  and  boats  over  routes  of 
travel  designated  under  the  proviaion  of 
Subdiapter  C. 

(c)  Persons  authorized  to  use  fireanns 
for  the  taking  of  spedmens  of  wildlife 
for  scientific  purposes. 

(d)  Persons  authorized  by  special 
regulations  or  permits  to  possess  or  use 
firearms  for  the  protection  of  property, 
for  field  trials,  and  other  special 
purposes. 

§  27.43  Weapons  other  than  firearms. 

The  use  or  possession  of  cross  bows, 
bows  and  arrows,  air  guns,  spears,  gigs, 
or  other  weapons  on  national  wildlife 
refuges  is  prohibited  except  as  may  be 
authorized  under  the  provision  of  tois 
Subchapter  C. 

(16U.S.C.46(H(,668dd) 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

).  Craig  Potter, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  feretory  for  Fish 
and  Wildlife  and  Parks. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27890  Ftle<r«-24-81: 8:45  am) 
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This  section  of  the  FEEIERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
7  CFR  Ch.  IV 

Crop  Insurance  Regulations— Various 
(General  Amendment— Application  for 
Insurance) 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  proposes  to  amend  certain 
regulations  for  insuring  crops,  effective 
with  the  1982  crop  year,  by  replacing  the 
current  application  form  which  applies 
only  to  the  named  crop,  with  a  new 
multiple-crop  application  form.  This  will 
eliminate  the  need  for  filing  a  separate 
application  form  for  each  crop  to  be 
insured.  The  intended  effect  of  this 
proposed  rule  is  to  eliminate 
unnecessary  duplication  of  effort,  paper, 
and  preparation,  which  will  benefit  the 
policyholder  and  make  the  crop 
insurance  program  more  effective 
administratively.  This  proposed  rule  is 
promulgated  under  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended. 

date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  not  later  than  November  24, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
address:  Written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  Wayne 
A.  Fletcher,  President,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Statement 
describing  the  options  considered  in 
developing  this  proposed  rule  and  the 
impact  of  implementing  each  option  is 
available  upon  request  from  the  above- 
named  individual. 


SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  authority  contained  in  the  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.],the  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation  (FCIC)  offers 
crop  insurance  on  a  variety  of  crops. 

The  regulations  for  each  individu^  crop 
insurance  program  are  contained  in 
separate  Parts  and  each  contains 
an  application  for  crop  insurance  which 
names  the  crop  to  be  insured. 

If  a  producer  grows  more  than  one 
crop  and  wishes  to  insure  each  one,  a 
separate  application  is  filed  for  each 
crop.  These  separate  applications  are 
then  processed  by  FCIC.  This  has  been 
determined  to  be  unnecessiuy  and 
duplicative  for  both  the  applicant  and 
FCIC.  By  using  the  multiple-crop 
application  as  outlined  below,  the 
applicant  will  complete  only  a  single 
application,  entering  all  the  crops  to  be 
insured.  Upon  acceptance,  the  applicant 
will  be  furnished  the  policies  and 
appendices  for  each  crop  listed  on  the 
application  and  a  worksheet  to  provide 
an  example  of  how  the  insurance  will 
apply  to  a  particular  crop. 

In  order  to  make  this  change  in  the 
application  in  the  most  effective  manner 
possible,  FCIC  proposes  to  issue  this 
General  Amendment  to  all  the 
regulations  listed  below  in  order  to 
make  the  change  applicable  to  as  many 
regulations  as  possible  in  the  shortest 
time.  Whenever  any  one  of  the 
regulations  listed  below  is  next 
amended,  or  revised  and  reissued,  the 
matter  of  the  new  multiple-crop 
application  form  will  again  be 
addressed  in  the  document. 

This  proposed  rule  will  have  no  effect 
whatsoever  on  present  policyholders  but 
will  be  used  only  by  future  applicants 
for  crop  insurance. 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the 
President  during  regular  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Wayne  A.  Fletcher,  President,  FCIC, 
has  determined  that  (1)  this  action  is  not 
a  major  rule  as  defined  by  Executive 
Order  No.  12291  (February  17, 1981],  (2) 
this  action  does  not  increase  the  Federal 
paperwork  burden  for  individuals,  small 
businesses,  and  other  persons  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44 
U.S.C.  Chapter  35],  and  (3]  this  action 
conforms  with  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 


amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seg.],  and 
other  applicable  law. 

The  title  and  number  of  the  Federal 
Assistance  Program  to  which  this 
General  Amen^ent  to  the  crop 
insurance  regulations  listed  below 
applies  is:  Title — Crop  Insurance; 
Number  10.450. 

This  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  specifically  on  area  and 
community  development;  therefore, 
review  as  established  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB]  Circular 
A-95  was  not  used  to  assure  units  of 
local  govemment  are  informed  of  this 
action. 

The  information  requirements,  both 
recordkeeping  and  reporting,  contained 
in  this  regulation  must  be  cleared  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  These 
requirements  will  not  become  effective 
until  that  clearance  has  been  granted. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
does  not  constitute  a  review  as  to  need, 
currency,  clarity,  and  effectiveness  of 
the  regvdations  listed  below  under  the 
provisions  of  Secretary’s  Memorandum 
No.  1512-1  (June  11, 1981].  The  sunset 
review  date  for  each  of  the  regulations 
is  provided  herein  as  an  adjunct  to  the 
list  of  regulations  affected  by  this 
proposed  rule. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  under  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insmance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.], 
FCIC  proposes  to  amend 

Sunset  revtaw 
Me 

7  CFR  439.7(d)  Almond  Crop  Inauranoe  Sept  2.  1965. 
Regulation*. 

7  CFR  408.7(d)  Eastern  United  States  May  30, 1965. 

Apple  Crop  Insurance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  404.7(d)  Western  United  States  July  14.  1965. 

Apple  Crop  Insurance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  419.7(d)  Barley  Crop  Insurance  July  19.  1984. 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  409.7(d)  Arizon»Cali1omia  Citrus  June  1,  1966. 
Crop  Insurance  Regulation*. 

7  CFR  410.7(d)  Florida  CitniS  Crop  Insur-  Jaa  30.  1986. 
ance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  413.7(d)  Texas  Citrus  Crop  Insur-  May  30,  1965. 
ance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  432.7(d)  Com  Crop  Insurance  Nov.  26.  1964. 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  421.7(d)  Cotton  Crop  Insurance  Sept  28,  1964. 
Regutations. 

7  CFR  433.7(d)  Dry  Bean  Crop  Inauranoe  Nov.  89.  1964. 
Regulations. 

7  C:fR  423.7(d)  Flax  Crop  Insurance  Reg-  Nov.  26, 1964. 
ulatloa 

7  CFR  415.7(d)  Forage  Production  Crop  June  1.  1965 
Insurance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  414.7(d)  Forage  Seeding  Crop  June  1.  1965. 
Insurance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  420.7(d)  Grain  Sorghum  Crop  bv  Sept  20.  1964. 
surance  Regulations. 
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Sunset  review 
date 

7  CFR  411.7(d)  Grape  Crop  Insurance  May  30, 1965. 
Regulations. 

7  427.7(d)  Oat  Crop  Insurance  Reg-  Oct  22, 1964. 

ulatlons. 

7  CFR  42S.7(d)  Peanut  Crop  Insurance  Nov.  26, 1964, 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  416.7(d)  Pea  Oop  Insurance  Reg-  Jan.  26, 1986. 
ulations. 

7  CFR  403.7(d)  Peach  Crop  Insurance  May  30, 1965. 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  422.7(d)  Potato  Crop  Insurance  July  25, 1985. 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  402.7(d)  Raisin  Crop  Insurance  June  25,  1984. 
Regulations. 

7,CFR  424.7(d)  Rice  Crop  Insuranee  Reg-  Nov.  26, 1964. 
ulations. 

7  CFR  429.7(d)  Rye  Crop  Insurance  Reg-  Oct.  22,  1964. 
ulations. 

7  CFR  431.7(d)  Soybean  Crop  Insurance  Nov.  6, 1964. 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  430.7(d)  Sugar  Beet  Crop  Insur-  June  19, 1964, 
ance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  417.7(d)  Sugarcane  Crop  Insur-  June  21, 1964. 
ance  Regulations.  ■' 
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Sunset  rewew 
date 


7  CFR  428.7(d)  SunHoiver  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  437.7(d)  Sweet  Com  Crop  Insur- 
wice  Regulations. 

7  CFR  434.7(09  Tobacco  (OoHar  Plan) 
Crop  Insurance  Regulations. 

7  C^  436.7(d)  Tobacco  (Guarantee 
Plan)  Crop  Insurance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  43S.7(d)  Tobacco  (Quota  Plan) 
Crop  Insurance  Regulations. 

7  CFR  438.7(d)  Tomato  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations. 

7  CFR  416.7(d)  Wheat  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations. 


Nov.  26,1984. 
Aug.  18,  1985. 
Dec.  20,  1984. 
Dec.  20,  1964. 
Dec.  19, 1964. 
Oct  14, 1964. 
June  1, 1984. 


as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  the  above 
7  CFR  Part  numbers  reads  as  follows; 


Authority:  Secs.  501  et  seq,.  Pub.  L  75-430, 
52  Stat.  72,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.) 

§§  402.7, 403.7, 404.7, 400.7, 409.7, 410.7, 

411.7. 413.7. 414.7. 415.7. 416.7. 417.7. 418.7, 

419.7. 420.7. 421.7. 422.7. 423.7. 424.7. 425.7, 

427.7. 420.7. 429.7. 430.7. 431.7. 432.7. 433.7, 
434.7, 435.7, 436.7, 437.7, 438.7, 439.7 
[Amended] 

2.  The  Application  and  Policy  sections 
of  the  above  regulations  are  amended  by 
removing  the  application  as  found  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  the  above-cited 
regulations  and  substituting  the 
following  therefor: 

BIUJNa  CODE  3410-06-M 
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Rev  <9-81  > 


UNITsO  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OP  AOHiOULTUHE 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

CROP  INSURANCE  APPLICATION 

CONTINUOUS  CONTRAeT 

□□  -□□□  -  □□□□□ 

6  State  County  7  Contract  Number 

9  State" 

□ 

10  Mentitication Number  11  SSN  -TAX 

5  ZlPCoiOe  1 2  Type  ol  Entity 


t  NMMdIAMSSi 

1 - = - - 

V. -  .  .  .  E  A.MLRGMMIMMBNNSH 

BSCic  ^ 

9  Street  or  Matting  Addresa 


_ 8  County _ _  _ 9  State 

□  □□□□&□□□  □  □ 


”4  City  and  State 


13  Applicant  ia  Over  18:  Yea _ Nn  ____________________________ 

IINo.OateotBirlli 

A.  The  applicant,  aubiect  to  the  proviaiona  o<  the  regulalkma  ot  ttie  Federal  Crop  Inaarance  Corporation  (herein  called  'Corporationl.  hereby  applies  to  the  Corporation 
lor  inaurance  on  the  appiicanl’a  share  in  the  crop(s)  shown  below  pianled  on  insurable  acreage  as  shown  on  the  county  actuarial  table  lor  ihe  above-stated  county. 
The  applicant  elects  irom  the  actuarial  table  the  coverage  level  and.  where  applicable,  a  price  election  or  plan  ol  insurance.  TNC  PnCMHUM  RATE  AMO 
APPLICABLE  PROOVCTION  GUARANTEE  OR  AMOUNT  OF  INSURANCE  PER  ACRE  SHALL  BE  THOSE  SHOWN  ON  THE  APPUCABLE  COUNTY 
ACTUARIAL  TABLE  FILED  IN  THE  OFFICE  FOR  THE  COUNTY  FOR  EACH  CROP  YEAR. 


14  15  '  .  16  17  18 

Ellective  Type.  Class  Price  Level 

Crop  Year  Crop  Plan  ol  Ins.  Eteclion  Election 

19 

□ 

20  21 

For  Agency  Use  Only 

(A)  (PI 

• 

• 

□ 

• 

n 

♦ 

n 

• 

□ 

•  4 

□ 

• 

□ 

• 

□ 

22  Cropts)  NOT  insured  the  lirsi  year:  ___________  __________ 

B.  This  application  is  accepted  by  Ihe  Corporation  unless  the  applicani  is  nolilied  ol  reiection  within  30  days  ol  the  date  hereol.  Rejection  shall  be  accomplished  by 
depositing  notilication  thereol  in  the  United  States  Mail,  postage  paid,  to  the  above  address.  Rejection  may  be  lor  any  reason  which  would  also  serve  as  a  basis  lor 
termination  under  the  policy.  Ihe  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act.  or  the  regulations  issued  Ihereuixter.  Outstanding  and  delinquent  indebtedness  to  any  United  States 
Government  Agency  may  be  grounds  tor  rejection.  The  contract  shall  be  in  elleci  lor  the  crop  year  specilied  above,  unless  Ihe  time  (or  submitting  applicalions  has 
passed  at  Ihe  lime  this  application  is  Hied,  AND  SHALL  CONTINUE  FOR  EACH  SUCCEEDING  CROP  YEAR  UNTIL  CANCELED  OR  TERMINATED  as 
provided  in  the  contract.  This  accepted  applicaiion,  the  insurance  poiicy(ies),  the  attached  appendix  test,  arut  the  provisions  ol  Ihe  county  actuarial  table  showing  the 
insurable  and  uninsurable  acreage,  coverage  levels,  premium  rates,  and  where  applicable,  the  production  guarantees,  amounts  ol  insurance,  or  plan  ol  insurance 
shall  constitute  Ihe  contract.  No  term  or  condition  ol  the  contract  shall  be  waived  or  changed  except  in  writing  by  the  Corporation.  A  material  iaiture  to  uKhide 
complete  and  accurate  inlormation  on  this  application  may  invalidate  the  automatic  acceptance  provision  hereol. 

23  □  Applicant  has  received  the  policylies)  and  appendix(es)  lor  thecropisl  shown  above. 

24  □  Pravioiianxfruir  25  Pntu-y  N.imhat 


□□□□□ 


26  Applicant's  Signature 

27  Date 

28  Code  No. 

29  Witness  to  Signature 

30  Location  ot  Farm  Headquarters 

31  Address  ol  Your  Service  Ollice 

Phone 

Phone 

SEE  REVERSE  SIDE  OF  FORM  FOR  STATEMENT 
REOUIREO  BY  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

32  N  S 

O  T  - 

FUR 

33  Page _ ol _ pages 

BILUNG  CODE  341(H>S-C 


Pg.  6 
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Done  in  Washingtoa  D.C.,  on  September 
17, 1981. 

Dated:  September  17. 1981. 

Peter  F.  Cole, 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Approved  by:  Melvin  E.  Sims. 

Chairman. 

[nt  Doc.  81-27016  Filed  9-24-61: 6:45  am| 

NLUNG  CODE  3410-06-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
7  CFR  Part  1701 

Public  Information;  Appendix  A— REA 
Bulletins  Specification  for  Electronic 
Equipment  Housings,  PE>69 

agency:  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  USDA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  REA  proposes  to  amend 
Appendix  A  by  issuing  a  File  With  (a 
written  addendum)  to  REA  Bulletin  345- 
79,  Specification  for  Electronic 
Equipment  Housings,  PE-69,  to  further 
identify  the  sizes  of  housing  covered  by 
this  specification.  PE-69  was  intended  to 
address  only  the  larger  “universal” 
housings,  however.  Uiere  has  been  some 
confusion  and  attempts  to  apply  this 
document  to  housing  ranging  firom  single 
channel  carrier  to  modular  buildings. 
This  File  With  will  clarify  the  intended 
range  of  housing  sizes  to  be  covered  by 
the  specification. 

date:  Public  comments  must  be  received 
by  REA  no  later  than  November  24, 

1981. 

ADDRESS:  Submit  written  comments  to 
Joseph  M.  Flanigan,  Director. 
Telecommunications  Engineering  and 
Standards  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  Room  1355,  South 
Building,  U.S,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C,  20250. 
Copies  of  the  written  addendum  may  be 
obtained  from  Joseph  M.  Flanigan  at  this 
same  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Harry  M.  Hutson,  Chief,  Outside  Plant 
Branch,  Telecommunications 
Engineering  and  Standards  Division, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
Room  1342,  South  Building,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agricultiu'e,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  (202)  447-3827, 

The  draft  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis 
describing  the  options  considered  in 
developing  this  proposed  rule  and  the 
impact  of  implementing  each  option  is 
available  on  request  from  the  above 
office. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as 


amended  (7  U.S.C.  901  et  seq.),  REA 
proposes  to  amend  Appendix  A  by 
issuing  a  File  With  for  Bulletin  345-79, 
Specification  for  Electronic  Equipment 
Housings,  PE-69,  Hiis  proposed  action 
has  been  reviewed  under  USDA 
procedures  established  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  been 
classified  as  not  major.  A  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis  is  not  required  and 
an  OMB  Circular  A-95  review  is  not 
applicable  to  this  action. 

Some  confusion  exists  as  to  the 
applicability  of  PE-69.  In  an  effort  to 
reduce  con^sion,  and  to  minimize 
unnecessary  and  costly  testing,  it  is 
proposed  to  issue  a  clarifying 
addendum.  A  total  revision  was 
considered  undesirable  as  only  this  one 
section  required  attention.  Retaining  the 
bulletin  in  its  present  form  would  have 
continued  the  confusion  and  resulted  in 
unnecessary  testing  on  the  part  of  the 
private  sector. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.851 — ^Rural  Telephone  Loans  and  Loan 
Guarantees) 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  action  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours,  above  address. 

Dated:  September  15, 1981. 

Harold  V.  Hunter, 

Administrator.  / 

(FR  Doc.  61-27783  FUed  6-24-61;  6:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  3410-1S-M 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
16  CFR  Part  13 
[File  No.  801-0117] 

Onkyo  U.SJL  Corp4  Proposed  Consent 
Agreement  With  Analysis  To  Aid 
Public  Comment 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Proposed  consent  agreement. 

summary:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order,  accepted  subject  to  final 
Commission  approval,  woulcT require, 
among  other  things,  a  Long  Island  City. 
New  York,  manufacturer  and  seller  of 
audio  components  to  cease  attempting 
to  fix  the  resale  prices  at  which  its 
products  are  advertised  or  sold,  through 
coercion  or  otherwise.  The  firm  would 
also  be  barred  from  restricting  the 
lawful  use  of  its  trademarks  and  brand 
names;  seeking  the  identity  of  dealers 
who  deviate  fi:om  suggested  resale 
prices;  and  disseminating  suggested 
resale  prices  for  a  period  of  two  years. 


unless  such  prices  are  accompanied  by  a 
specified  disclosure  statement.  The 
order  would  further  require  the  firm  to 
send  a  copy  of  the  order  to  all  sales  and 
advertising  personnel  and,  for  a  3-year 
period,  to  mail  to  all  present  and  future 
accounts  a  letter  describing  the  order.  ' 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  November  24, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to;  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  6th  St.  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Judith  D.  Ford,  Director,  9R,  San 
Francisco  Regional  Office,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  450  Golden  Gate 
Ave.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102,  (415) 
556-1270,  or  FTC/CR,  Robert  B. 
Greenbaum,  Washington,  D.C.  20580, 
(202)  523-3522. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  Section  6(f)  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  38  Stat.  721, 15  U.S.C. 

46  and  §  2.34  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  (16  CFR  2.34),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  following  consent 
agreement  containing  a  consent  order  to 
cease  and  desist  and  an  explanation 
thereof,  having  been  filed  with  and 
accepted,  subject  to  final  approval,  by 
the  Commission,  has  been  placed  on  the 
public  record  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60) 
days.  Public  comment  is  invited.  Such 
comments  or  views  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  and  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
its  principal  office  in  accordance  with 
§  4.9(b)(14)  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  (16  CFR  4.9(b)(14)). 

United  States  of  America  Before  Federal 
Trade  Commission 

In  the  Matter  of  Onkyo  U.S.A.  Corporation, 
a  corporation;  File  No.  ,  Agreement 
containing  consent  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  having 
initiated  an  investigation  of  certain  acts  and 
practices  of  Onkyo  U.S.A.  Corporation,  a 
corporation,  and  it  now  appearing  that  Onkyo 
U.S.A.  Corporation,  a  corporation,  hereinafter 
sometimes  referred  to  as  proposed 
respondent  is  willing  to  enter  into  an 
agreement  containing  an  order  to  cease  and 
desist  from  the  use  of  the  acts  and  practices 
being  investigated. 

It  is  hereby  agreed  by  and  between  Onkyo 
U.S.A.  Corporation,  by  its  duly  authorized 
officer  and  its  attorney,  and  counsel  for  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  that; 

1.  Proposed  respondent  Onkyo  U.S.A 
Corporation  is  a  corporation  organized, 
existing  and  doing  business  imder  and  by 
virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York 
with  its  ofiice  and  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  42—07  20th  Avenue,  in  the  City  of 
Long  Island  City,  State  of  New  York. 
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2.  Proposed  respondent  admits  all  the 
jurisdictional  facts  set  forth  in  the  draft  of 
complaint  here  attached. 

3.  Proposed  respondent  waives; 

(a)  Any  further  procedural  steps; 

(b)  The  requirement  that  the  Commission’s 
decision  contain  a  statement  of  findings  of 
fact  and  conclusions  of  law;  and 

(c)  All  rights  to  seek  judicial  review  or 
otherwise  to  challenge  or  contest  the  validity 
of  the  order  entered  pursuant  to  this 
agreement. 

4.  This  agreement  shall  not  become  a  part 
of  the  public  record  of  the  proceeding  unless 
and  imtil  it  is  accepted  by  the  Commission.  If 
this  agreement  is  accepted  by  the 
Commission  it,  together  with  the  draft  of  the 
complaint  contemplated  thereby,  will  be 
placed  on  the  public  record  for  a  period  of 
sixty  (60)  days  and  information  in  respect 
thereto  publicly  released.  The  Commission 
thereafter  may  either  withdraw  its 
acceptance  of  this  agreement  and  so  notify 
the  proposed  respondent,  in  which  event  it 
will  take  such  action  as  it  may  consider 
appropriate,  or  issue  and  serve  its  complaint 
(in  such  form  as  the  circumstances  may 
require]  and  decision,  in  disposition  of  the 
proceeding. 

6.  This  agreement  is  for  settlement 
purposes  only  and  does  not  constitute  an 
admission  by  proposed  respondent  that  the 
law  has  been  violated  as  alleged  in  the  draft 
of  complaint  here  attached. 

6.  This  agreement  contemplates  that,  if  it  is 
accepted  by  the  Commission,  and  if  such 
acceptance  is  not  subsequently  withdrawn  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
S  2.34  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  the 
Commission  may,  without  hirther  notice  to 
proposed  respondent,  (1)  issue  its  complaint 
corresponding  in  form  and  substance  with  the 
draft  of  complaint  here  attached  and  its 
decision  containing  the  following  order  to 
cease  and  desist  in  disposition  of  the 
proceeding  and  (2]  make  information  public 
in  respect  thereto.  When  so  entered,  die  order 
to  cease  and  desist  shall  have  the  same  force 
and  effect  and  ma^  be  altered,  modified  or 
set  aside  in  the  same  manner  and  within  the 
same  time  provided  by  statute  for  other 
orders.  The  order  shall  become  6nal  upon 
service.  Delivery  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service  of 
the  complaint  and  decision  containing  the 
agreed-to  order  to  proposed  respondent’s 
address  as  stated  in  this  agreement  shall 
constitute  service.  Proposed  respondent 
waives  any  right  it  may  have  to  any  other 
manner  of  service.  The  complaint  may  be 
used  in  construing  the  terms  of  the  order,  and 
no  agreement,  understanding,  representation, 
or  interpretation  not  contained  in  the  order  or 
the  agreement  may  be  used  to  vary  or 
contradict  the  terms  of  the  order. 

7.  Proposed  respondent  has  read  the 
proposed  complaint  and  order  contemplated 
hereby.  It  understands  that  once  the  order 
has  been  issued,  it  will  be  required  to  file  one 
or  more  compliance  reports  showing  that  it 
has  fully  complied  with  the  order,  and  that  it 
may  be  liable  for  civil  penalties  jn  the  amount 
provided  by  law  for  each  violation  of  the 
order  after  it  becomes  final. 

Order 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Order,  the 
following  definitions  shall  apply: 


“Product”  is  defined  as  any  audio 
component,  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
tuner,  ampliRer,  tape  deck,  receiver,  speaker, 
changer,  turntable  or  headphone,  or  any 
related  product,  which  is  manufactured, 
offered  for  sale  or  sold  by  respondent  Onkyq 
U.S.A.  Corporation. 

“Dealer”  is  deffned  as  any  person, 
partnership,  corporation  or  which  sells 
any  product  in  the  course  of  its  business. 

“Resale  Price”  is  defined  as  any  price, 
price  floor,  price  ceiling,  price  range,  or  any 
mark-up,  formula  or  margin  of  profit  used  by 
any  dealer  for  pricing  any  product  Such  term 
includes,  but  is  not  l^ted  to,  any  retail  price 
suggested  or  established  by  respondent  any 
customary  resale  price  or  the  retail  price  in 
effect  at  any  dealer. 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Onkyo 
U.S.A.  Corporation,  a  corporation,  its 
successors  and  assigns,  and  respondent's 
officers,  agents,  representatives  and 
employees,  directly  or  indirectly,  or  through 
any  corporation,  subsidiary,  division  or  other 
device,  in  coimection  with  the  manufacture, 
advertising,  offering  for  sale,  sale  or 
distribution  of  any  product  in  or  affecting 
commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

I 

1.  Fixing,  establishing,  controlling  or 
maintaining,  directly  or  indirectly,  die  resale 
price  at  which  any  dealer  may  advertise, 
promote,  offer  for  sale  or  seH  any  product. 

2.  Requesting,  requiring  or  coercing, 
directly  or  indirectly,  any  dealer  to  maintain, 
adopt  or  adhere  to  any  resale  price. 

3.  Requesting  or  requiring,  directly  or 
indirectly,  any  dealer  to  report  the  Identity  of 
any  other  dealer  who  deviates  from  any 
resale  price;  or  acting  on  any  reports  or 
information  so  obtained  by  threatening, 
intimidating,  coercing  or  terminating  said 
dealer. 

4.  Requesting  or  requiring  that  any  dealer 
refrain  from  or  discontinue  selling  or 
advertising  any  product  at  any  resale  price. 

5.  Conducting  any  surveillance  program  to 
determine  whether  any  dealer  is  advertising, 
offering  for  sale  or  selling  any  product  at  any 
resale  price,  where  such  surveUlance  program 
is  conducted  to  fix,  maintain,  control  or 
enforce  the  resale  price  at  which  any  product 
is  sold  or  advertised. 

6.  Terminating,  coercing  or  taking  any  other 
action  to  restrict,  prevent  or  limit  the  sale  of 
any  product  by  any  dealer  because  of  the 
resale  price  at  which  said  dealer  has  sold  or 
advertised,  is  selling  or  advertising,  or  is 
suspected  of  selling  or  advertising  any 
product. 

7.  Taking  any  action  to  hinder  or  preclude 
the  lawful  use  by  any  dealer,  or  other  person 
or  firm  of  any  of  respondent’s  trademarks  in 
conjunction  with  the  sale  or  advertising  of 
any  product. 

U 

1.  For  a  period  of  two  (2)  years  from  the 
date  of  service  of  this  Order,  orally 
suggesting  or  recommending  any  resale  price 
to  any  dealer. 

2.  For  a  period  of  two  (2)  years  fiY}m  the 
date  of  service  of  this  Order,  communicating 


in  writing  any  resale  price  to  any  dealer; 
provided,  however,  that  after  said  two  (2) 
year  period,  respondent  shall  not  suggest  any 
resale  price  on  any  list,  or  in  any  advertising, 
book,  catalogue  or  promotional  material, 
unless  it  is  clearly  and  conspicuously  stated 
on  each  page  where  any  suggested  resale 
price  appears,  the  following: 

“THE  RESALE  PRICES  QUOTED  HEREIN 
ARE  SUGGESTED  ONLY.  YOU  ARE  FREE 
TO  DETERMINE  YOUR  OWN  RESALE 
PRICES.” 

m 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent  shall: 

1.  Within  thirty  (30)  days  after  service  of 
this  Order,  mail  under  separate  cover  a  copy 
of  the  enclosure  set  forth  in  the  attached 
Exhibit  A  to  each  of  its  present  accounts.  An 
affidavit  shall  be  sworn  to  by  an  official  of 
respondent  verifying  that  the  attached 
Exhibit  A  was  so  mailed. 

2.  Mail  under  separate  cover  a  copy  of  the 
enclosure  set  forth  in  the  attached  Ei^ibit  A 
to  any  person,  partnership,  corporation  or 
firm  diat  becomes  a  new  account  within  three 
(3)  years  after  service  of  this  Order. 

IV 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent  shall 
forthwith  distribute  a  copy  of  t^  Order  to  aH 
operating  divisions  of  said  corporation,  and 
to  present  or  future  personnel,  agents  or 
representatives  having  sales,  advertising  or 
policy  responsibilities  with  respect  to  the 
subject  matter  of  this  Order,  and  that 
respondent  secure  from  each  such  person  a 
signed  statement  acknowledging  receipt  of 
said  Order. 

V 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent  notify 
the  Commission  at  least  thirty  (30)  days  prior 
to  any  proposed  change  in  respondent,  such 
as  dissolution,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  in 
the  emergency  of  a  successor  corporation,  the 
creation  or  dissolution  of  subsidiaries  or  any 
other  change  in  the  corporation  which  may 
affect  compliance  obligations  arising  out  of 
the  Order. 

VI 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  respondent  shall 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon  it  of 
this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report, 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  maimer 
and  form  in  whi^  it  has  complied  with  this 
Order. 

Exhibit  A 

Dear  Dealer:  Onkyo  U.S.A  Corporation  has 
agreed  with  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  to 
the  entry  of  an  order  concerning  certain 
distribution  practices.  Our  agreement  was 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  settling  a  dispute 
with  the  Commission,  and  does  not  constitute 
any  admission  on  our  part  that  we  have 
violated  any  law.  Hie  agreed-to  order 
provides,  among  other  things,  as  follows: 

With  respect  to  resale  prices: 

1.  You  are  free  to  charge  whatever  retail 
prices  you  deem  appropriate  for  any  Onkyo 
audio  component  or  related  product,  and  you 
may  advertise  those  prices  as  you  see  fit 

2.  You  can  be  assured  that  Onkyo  will  not 
take  any  action  against  you  for  any  prices 
which  you  may  charge  or  advertise. 
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3.  Onkyo  will  not  suggest  retail  prices  for 
any  audio  component  or  related  imduct  until 
(2  years  from  the  date  of  service  of  the 
Order]. 

If  you  wish  a  copy  of  the  full  text  of  the 
agreed-to  order,  or  if  you  have  any  questions 
concerning  it  please  call  {name  of  Onkyo 
oHicial]. 

For  Onkyo  U.SA  Corporation 

Analysis  of  Proposed  Consent  Order  to 
Aid  ^blic  Comment 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
accepted  an  agreement  to  a  proposed 
consent  order  from  Onkyo  U.sA. 
Corporation,  the  American  distributor  of 
audio  components  manufactured  by 
Onkyo  Coip.,  its  Japanese  parent 

The  proposed  consent  order  has  been 
placed  on  the  public  record  for  sixty  (60) 
days  for  reception  of  comments  by 
interested  persons.  Comments  received 
during  this  period  will  become  part  of 
the  public  record.  After  sixty  (60)  days, 
the  Commission  will  again  review  the 
agreement  and  the  comments  received 
and  will  decide  whether  it  should 
withdraw  firom  the  agreement  or  make 
final  the  agreement's  proposed  order. 

The  con^ilaint  in  this  matter  alleges 
that  Onkyo  U.S.A.  Corporation  has 
restrained  trade  by  fixing  the  resale 
prices  at  which  its  dealers  advertise, 
offer  for  sale  and  sell  Onkyo  products. 

The  consent  agreement  provides  as 
follows: 

1.  Onkyo  U.S.A  Co^ration  cannot 
fix  or  otherwise  control  the  resale  prices 
at  which  its  products  are  sold  or 
advertised. 

2.  Onkyo  U.S.A.  Corporation  cannot 
take  any  action  against  any  dealer, 
including  termination,  because  of  the 
resale  prices  at  which  the  dealer  sells  or 
advertises  any  Onkyo  product. 

3.  As  to  products  which  bear  any  of  its 
trademarks  or  other  identifications, 
Onkyo  U.S.A.  Corporation  cannot 
restrict  any  dealer  from  using  any  such 
trademark  or  other  identification  in  the 
sale  or  advertising  of  such  products.  • 

4.  Onkyo  U.S.A  Corporation  ccmnot 
suggest  retail  prices  for  any  product  for 
two  years  from  the  date  the  order  is 
issu^. 

The  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to 
facilitate  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  order,  and  it  is  not  intended  to 
constitute  an  ofiicial  interpretation  of 
the  agreement  and  proposed  order  or  to 
modify  in  any  way  their  terms. 

Carol  M.  HiomM, 

Secretary. 

int  Oac.  n-27aM  Piled  s-at-ai;  am] 
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16  CFR  Part  460 

Trade  Regulation  Rule;  Labeftig  and 
AdvertMng  of  Home  Ineulation 

AQENCV:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
action:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Trade 
Commission  announces  its  intention  to 
reopen  its  rulemaking  proceeding 
concerning  the  labeling  and  advertising 
of  home  insulation  [16  CFR  Part  460). 
Ihe  reopening  will  be  limited  to 
consideration  of  afiinnative  disclosure 
requirements  for  television 
advertisements.  The  Commission  invites 
written  public  comments  concerning  the 
reopening. 

dates:  Written  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  October  26, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Secretfuy.  Federal 
Trade  Commission.  6th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20580.  All  comments 
should  be  captioned:  “Comment  on 
Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking — Home  Insulation  Rule — 
Disclosures  in  TV  Ads,  FTC  File  No. 
215-59.” 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kent  C.  Howerton,  202-724-1514, 
Attorney,  Division  of  Energy  and 
Product  Information,  Bureau  of 
Consumer  Protection,  Federal  Trade 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  August  31, 1979,  the  Commission 
promulgated  a  trade  regulation  rule  on 
the  labeling  and  advertising  of  home 
insulation.*  Following  a  series  of 
postponements,  the  i^e  became 
effective  on  September  29, 1980.* 
Statutory  authority  for  the  rule  and  the 
proposed  limited  reopening  is  provided 


*  44  FR  50218  [1979]. 

*45  FR  54702  il98(^.  The  CommiMion  orlgiDally 
announced  that  the  rule  would  become  effective  on 
November  30. 1979.  Supra  note  1.  However,  on 
November  7, 1979.  the  Conunission  announced  iU 
determination  to  delay  the  effective  date  until 
December  31. 1979. 44  FR  64402  [1979].  Thereafter, 
on  December  17, 1979,  the  Commission  announced 
that  the  rule  would  not  become  effective  before  at 
least  March  IS.  1960. 44  FJl.  7S017  [1079].  That 
announcement  was  occasioned  by  Canpvssiona) 
action  on  November  16. 1979,  which  bened  any 
trade  reguUtioa  rules  promulgated  by  the 
Commission  after  August  30, 1979.  from  becoming 
effective  until  March  16, 198a  unless  authorizing 
legislation  for  the  Commission  was  enacted  before 
that  date.  Id.  llirougb  a  series  of  additional 
continuing  resolutions  passed  by  the  Congress  after 
November  la  1979,  the  restrictions  on 
implementation  bf  Commission  trade  regulation 
rules  were  extended  through  May  31, 1960.  At  that 
time,  the  restiictian  on  implementation  of  the  home 
insulation  rule  lapsed. 


under  Section  18  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act.  15  U.S.C.  57a.  as 
amended. 

In  summary,  the  major  provisions  of 
the  rule:  (1)  prescribe  standardized  test 
methods  for  determining  the  R-values,  or 
effectiveness,  of  home  insulation 
materials;  (2)  mandate  prepurchase 
point-of-sale  disclosures  of  R-values  and 
related  infotmation  to  consumers;  (3) 
require  disclosure  of  R-values  or  related 
information  in  advertisements  which 
make  specific  claims  about  home 
insulation  products;  and  (4)  require 
substantiation  and  qualifying 
disclosures  in  advertisements  which 
medce  energy  savings  claims  about  home 
insulation  products.  Ibe  rule  is  designed 
to  enable  consunmrs  to  evaluate  and 
compare  the  thermal  performance 
characteristics  of  ffiese  materials,  and  to 
ensure  that  promotional  claims  for  home 
insulation  products  will  be  fair  and 
nondeceptive. 

On  August  31, 1979,  four 
manufacturers  of  mineral  wool 
insulation  filed  a  petition  for  review  of 
the  rule  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Tenth  Circuit.*  On 
September  28, 1979,  these  manufacturer 
also  filed  a  petition  with  the 
Commission  for  a  stay  of  one  technical 
testing  requirement  of  the 

advertising  dislcosure  requirements  of 
the  rule,  insofar  as  fiiey  applied  to 
television  advertisements,  pending 
appeal.* 

The  Commission  and  the  mineral  wool 
manufacturers  agreed  to  ask  die  Tenth 
Circuit  to  remand  the  rule  to  the 
Commission.  On  January  4, 1980,  the 
Court  approved  the  Joint  stipulatiiHi  of  ^ 
the  mineral  wool  petitioners  and  the 
Commission,  and  remanded  the  rule  to 
the  Commission  for  further  proceedings.* 

Under  the  Court's  order  remanding  the 
rule,  the  Commission  was  required  to 
reconsider  issues  relating  to  the  one 
technical  testing  requirement  at  issue  in 
the  appeal  and  to  die  advertising 
disclosure  requirements  of  the  rule 
insofar  as  they  apply  to  television 
advertisements. 

To  comply,  with  the  Court's  order,  on 
June  3, 1980,  the  Commission  proposed 
to  stay  the  technical  testing  requirement 
which  was  at  issue  in  the  appeal,  until 
such  time  as  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  resolved  certain  problems 


* /ohas-Manville  Carp.  v.  FTC.  No.  79-1955  [lOth 
Cir„  filed  Aog.  31, 1979]. 

*  Petition  To  Federal  Trade  Commisaion  For  Stay 
Of  The  Effective  Date  Of  **Repre«entatiye 
Thicknesi**  Testing  Provision  Of  Home  Insolation 
Rule  And  The  Mandatory  Televisioa  Advertising 
Disclosure  Portions  Of  llie  Rule  [September  28, 
1979].  F.T.a  File  No.  215-59. 

*  Supra  note  3,  Order  of  (anuary  4, 198a  filed  in 
FTC  File  215-59,  as  DocuineiU  W-12. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  186  /  Friday,  September  25,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


47237 


concerning  such  testing.  It  also  proposed 
to  stay  the  affirmative  disclosure 
requirements  of  the  rule  insofar  as  they 
apply  to  television  advertising,  pending 
the  initiation  and  completion  of  further 
rulemaking  proceedings  concerning  the 
affirmative  disclosure  requirements  for 
television  advertisements.  The 
Commission  announced  that  if  it 
decided  to  issue  the  proposed  temporary 
stays,  it  would  make  all  other 
requirements  of  the  rule  effective.*  The 
Commission  accepted  written  comments 
on  its  proposed  course  of  action  during  a 
thirty  day  period.^  Based  on  submissions 
and  written  comments  received  and 
placed  on  the  public  record  concerning 
the  proposal,  ffie  Commission  issued 
both  proposed  temporary  stays  and 
made  all  other  requirements  of  the  rule 
effective.  The  Commission  announced 
its  decision  on  August  15, 1980.' All 
provisions  of  the  rule  other  than  those 
stayed  became  effective  on  September 
29, 1980. 

II.  Reopening  Proposed 

Provisions  of  the  rule  which  became 
effective  on  September  29, 1980  require . 
home  insulation  manufacturers  to 
determine  the  R-values  of  their 
insulation  products  according  to 
standardized  test  procedures  and  to 
disclose  R-values  and  related 
information  on  labels  and  fact  sheets 
which  are  available  to  consumers  at  the 
point-of-sale. 

As  originally  promulgated  on  August 
31, 1979,  the  rule  also  would  have 
required  advertisers  to  disclose  specific 
information  relating  to  the  advertised 
home  insulation  product’s  R-value,  i.e., 
its  thermal  effectiveness,  in  all 
advertisements  which  make 
representations  concerning  the  product’s 
R-value,  price  or  thickness,  or  which 
compare  one  type  of  insulation  to 
another.'  It  would  have  required 


*45  FR  37674.  [1980]. 

'Id. 

*45  FR  54702.  (I960]. 

*16  CFR  460.18.  Specifically,  the  disclosure 
provisions  of  S  460.18  of  the  rule,  as  promulgated  on 
August  31, 1979,  would  require  the  following 
disclosures: 

“(a)  If  your  ad  gives  an  R-value,  you  must  give  the 
type  of  insulation  and  the  thickness  needed  to  get 
that  R-value.  Also,  add  this  statement  explaining  R- 
values:  The  higher  the  R-value,  the  greater  the 
insulating  power.  Ask  your  seller  for  the  fact  sheet 
on  R-values.* 

"(b)  If  your  ad  gives  a  price,  you  must  give  the 
type  of  insulation,  the  R-value  at  a  speciRc 
thickness,  the  statement  explaining  R-values  in 
subsection  (a),  and  the  coverage  area  for  that 
thickness.  If  you  give  the  price  per  square  foot,  you 
do  not  have  to  give  the  coverage  area. 

"(c)  If  your  ad  gives  the  thickness  of  your 
insulation,  you  must  give  its  R-value  at  that 
thickness  and  the  statement  explaining  R-values  in 
subsection  (a). 


advertisers  to  disclose  that  savings  vary 
among  consumers  in  all  advertisements 
which  represent  that  the  advertised 
home  insulation  product  can  cut  fuel 
bills  or  fuel  use.*' The  disclosure 
requirements  would  have  applied  to  all 
advertisements,  regardless  of  the  media 
in  which  they  appear.  As  originally 
promulgated,  the  rule  would  have 
required  that  all  required  disclosures  be 
made  clearly  and  conspicuously,**  with 
specific  requirements  as  to  the  manner 
of  making  the  disclosures  in  television 
advertisements.  *' 

After  promulgation,  however,  and  in 
compliance  with  the  order  of  the  Tenth 
Circuit,  the  Commission  stayed  the 
disclosure  requirements  with  respect  to 
television  advertisements,  pending  the 
completion  of  this  reopened 
proceeding.*' At  the  same  time,  the 
Commission  announced  that  the 
disclosure  requirements  for  all  other 
t3rpes  of  advertisements  would  become 
effective  on  September  29, 1980,  along 


"(d)  If  your  ad  compares  one  type  of  insulation  to 
another,  the  comparison  must  be  based  on  the  same 
coverage  areas.  You  must  give  the  R-value  at  a 
specific  thickness  for  each  insulation,  and  the 
statement  explaining  R-values  in  subsection  (a).  If 
you  give  the  price  of  each  insulation,  you  must  also 
give  the  coverage  area  for  the  price  and  thickness 
shown.  However,  if  you  give  the  price  per  square 
foot,  you  do  not  have  to  give  the  coverage  area. 

"(e)  If  your  ad  gives  the  R-value  of  urea-based 
foam  insulation,  you  must  add  this  statement:  ‘Foam 
insulation  shrinks  after  it  is  installed.  This 
shrinkage  may  significantly  reduce  the  R-value  you 
get.*  However,  you  can  lower  your  produces  R-value 
to  accoimt  for  shrinkage.  To  do  this,  you  must  have 
reliable  scientific  proof  of  the  extent  of  shrinkage 
for  your  product  and  of  its  effect  on  R-value.  If  you 
lower  your  product*s  R-value,  you  need  not  make 
the  above  statement” 

‘*16  CFR  460.19.  Specifically,  §  460.19  of  the  rule, 
as  promulgated  on  August  31, 1979,  would  require 
the  following  disclosures: 

“(b)  If  you  say  or  imply  in  your  ads,  labels  or 
other  promotional  materials  that  insulation  can  cut 
fuel  bills  or  fuel  use,  you  must  make  this  statement 
about  savings:  ‘Savings  vary.  Find  out  why  in  the 
seller's  fact  sheet  on  R-values.  Higher  R-values 
mean  greater  insulating  power.* 

“(c)  If  you  say  or  imply  that  a  combination  of 
products  can  cut  fuel  bills  or  use  .  .  .  [y]ou  must 
make  the  statement  about  savings  in  subsection  (b). 
Also,  you  must  list  the  combination  of  products 
used.  They  may  be  two  or  more  types  of  insulation: 
one  or  more  types  of  insulation  and  one  or  more 
other  insulating  products,  like  storm  windows  or 
siding;  or  insulation  for  two  or  more  parts  of  the 
house,  like  the  attic  and  walls.  You  must  say  how 
much  of  the  savings  came  fiom  each  product  or 
location.  If  you  cannot  give  exact  or  approximate 
figures,  you  must  give  a  ranking.  For  instance,  if 
your  ad  says  that  insulation  and  storm  doors 
combined  to  cut  fuel  use  by  50%.  you  must  say 
which  one  saved  more. 

"(d)  If  your  ad  or  other  promotional  material  is 
covert  by  1 460.18  (a),  (b),  (c),  or  (d),  and  also 
makes  a  savings  claim,  you  must  follow  the  rules  in 
SS  460.18  and  460.19.  However,  you  need  not  make 
the  statement  explaining  R-value  in  {  460.18(a).'* 

“  16  CFR  Part  460.10  and  Appendices  A  and  B  to 
Part  460. 

'*16  CFR  Part  460.10  and  Appendix  B  to  Part  460. 
"Supra  note  B. 


with  all  other  requirements  of  the  rule, 
except  for  the  one  technical  testing 
requirement  involved  in  the  Tenth 
Circuit’s  order.*' 

The  Commission,  as  required  by  the 
Court’s  order,  now  proposes  to  reopen 
the  rulemaking  proceeding  concerning 
the  rule’s  requirements  for  affirmative 
disclosures  in  television  advertising.  In 
the  reopened  proceeding,  the 
Commission  will  reconsider  only  the 
disclosure  requirements  insofar  as  they 
would  require  disclosures  in  television 
advertisements.  During  the  reopened 
proceeding,  all  requirements  of  the  rule 
which  bec£ime  effective  on  September 
29, 1980  will  remain  in  effect. 

The  Commission  promulgated  the 
home  insulation  nile  to  correct  the 
failure  of  the  home  insulation 
marketplace  to  eliminate  deceptive 
exaggerations  of  R-value  *'  and  to 
provide  accurate  and  essential  pre¬ 
purchase  information  to  the  consumer.** 
Consumers  need  accurate  and 
comparable  information  relating  to  R- 
values  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
compare  relative  insulating  efficiencies, 
to  select  the  product  with  the  greatest 
efficiency  and  potential  for  energy 
savings,  to  make  a  cost-effective 
purchase,  and  to  consider  the  main 
variables  limiting  insulation 
effectiveness  and  realization  of  claimed 
energy  savings.**  The  Commission 
included  requirements  in  the  rule  that 
specific  R-value  information  must  be 
disclosed  in  advertising  which  contains 
certain  claims  to  prevent  consumers 
from  being  misled  by  claims,  such  as 
product  tltickness,  which  may  have  only 
a  limited  bearing  on  insulating  value.** It 
included  a  requirement  in  the  rule  that 
advertisements  which  make  an  R-value 
claim  must  explain  the  meaning  of  R- 
value  to  ensure  that  consumers  will 
benefit  from  the  prescribed  R-value 
information.*' The  Commission  included 
the  requirement  in  the  rule  that  an 
explanatory  disclosure  be  made  in 
connection  with  energy  savings 
representations  to  ensure  that 
consumers  imderstand  that  any  savings 
they  realize  will  depend  on  each 
consumer’s  particular  circumstances." 

Although  the  Commission  believes 
that  information  of  the  kind  discussed 


"Id.  The  Commission's  stay  of  the  technical 
testing  requirement  S  480.6  of  the  rule,  also  remains 
in  effect  at  this  time.  The  Commission  will  consider 
when  to  make  S  460.6  of  the  rule  effective  separate 
fiom  the  reopening  concerning  the  television 
advertising  ^sclosure  requirements. 

"Supra  note  1,  at  502ia  50221-25. 

"Id.  at  502ia 
"Id. 

"IdaX  50218.50233. 

"Id 

"Id. 
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above  is  necessary  to  prevent  deception, 
the  Commission  will  consider,  in  the 
reopened  proceeding,  the  significant 
issue  of  whether  the  technical  limitation 
of  television  advertising  require  that  this 
essential  information  reach  the 
consumer  in  a  different  manner.  For 
example,  it  has  been  asserted  that  the 
disclosures  required  by  the  rule,^' 
coupled  with  the  rule’s  requirements  as 
to  how  the  disclosures  must  be  made,” 
may  be  unnecessarily  burdensome  for 
television  advertising  in  light  of  the 
extremely  limited  time  of  television 
advertisements — many  of  which  are 
thirty  (30)  seconds  in  length. 

In  the  reopened  proceeding,  the 
Commission  will  invite  submission  of 
evidence  and  the  views  of  interested 
parties  concerning  whether  or  not  the 
Commission  should  amend  the 
disclosure  requirements  insofar  as  they 
apply  to  television  advertisements. 
Possible  alternatives  to  the  disclosure 
requirements  of  the  rule  as  promulgated 
on  August  31, 1979,  include:  amended 
disclosures  or  disclosure  language; 
shortened  disclosures;  no  di^osures; 
and  difierent  requirements  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  required  disclosures 
must  be  made.” 

To  assist  in  developing  possible 
alternative  to  those  disclosure 
requirements  which  would  meet  die 
objectives  of  die  requirements  at  a 
reduced  cost  or  burden,  the  Commission 
invites  interested  parties  to  address 
these  issues  in  written  comments  filed  in 
response  to  this  advance  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking. 

lU.  Economic  Impact 

When  it  promulgated  the  rule,  the 
Commission  found  that  the  advertising 
disclosure  provisions  would  benefit 
consumers  by  eliminadng  deception  in 
the  marketplace.  It  found  that  generally, 
the  advertising  disclosure  requirements 
would  ensure  that  consumers  have  an 
opportunity  to  understand  and  evaluate 
claims  that  would  otherwise  lead  to 
misguided  purchasing  decisions.”  It 
stated  that  in  many  cases,  R-value 
competition  should  redound  to  the 
benefit  of  smaller  manufacturers  whose 
products  often  compare  well  on  an  R> 
value  basis  with  those  manufactured  by 
the  dominant  members  of  the  industry.” 
Based  on  the  previous  rulemaking 


**  16  CFR  460.16  and  460.1S 

“16  CFR  460.18  and  Appendix  B  to  Part  460. 

**  Section  460.10  of  the  rule  concema  the  manner 
in  which  required  disdonurea  muat  be  given. 
Appendix  B  to  the  rule  givea  apecific  requirements 
for  the  manner  of  making  diacloaurea  in  televiaion 
advertisements.  The  Commission  also  stayed  the 
effect  of  these  requirements  insofar  as  they  apply  to 
television  advertisements,  supra  note  0. 

**  Supra  note  1,  at  50235. 

"Id. 


recond,  the  Commission  concluded  that 
the  disclosure  requirements,  including 
those  for  television  advertisements, 
should  allow  the  smaller  industry 
members  to  compete  more  effectively 
with  the  largest  members  of  the 
industry.” 

The  ^mmission’s  objective  in 
fashioning  the  home  insulation  rule  was, 
wherever  possible,  to  select  the  least 
restrictive  alternative  for  providing 
essential  information  and  protection  to 
the  consumer  purchasing  insulation. 
Based  on  the  evidence  in  the  rulemaking 
record,  the  Commission  found  that  the 
advertising  disclosure  provisions  would 
not  impose  substantial  costs  on  industry 
members. "The  Commission  pared 
down  recommended  advertising 
disclosures,  particularly  in  the  area  of 
savings  claims,  in  an  attempt  to 
minimize  intrusion  on  advertising  space 
and  time.  It  also  designed  the  R-value 
explanatory  disclosure  in 
advertisements  in  summary  fashion, 
referring  the  consumer  to  fact  sheets  at 
the  point  of  sede  for  more  detailed 
information,  in  an  attempt  to  minimize 
the  economic  burden  on  advertisers.** 

Notwitiistanding  the  Commission’s 
findings  based  on  the  previous 
rulemaking  record,  the  Commission  now 
is  interest^  in  examining  further  the 
impact  of  tiie  rule's  disclosure 
requirements  for  television  adveTtising, 
and  the  impact  of  possible  alternatives 
to  those  requirements.  Therefore,  the 
Commission  invites  written  public 
comment  on  these  issues,  with  emphasis 
on  the  specific  issues  raised  by  Section 
22  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  15  U.S.C.  57b-3,  and  by  Section  3(a) 
of  tile  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  5 
U.S.C.  603. 

Under  Section  22  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  when  the  Commission 
publishes  a  notice  of  a  proposed 
rulemaking,  it  must  issue  a  preliminary 
regulatory  analysis  relating  to  the 
proposed  rule  or  amendment  The 
Commission  need  not  issue  a  regulatory 
analysis  in  connection  with  an 
amendment  proceeding  unless  the 
Commission:  (1)  estimates  that  the 
amendment  have  an  aimual  effect 
on  the  national  economy  of  $100,000,000 
or  more;  (2)  estimates  that  the 
amendment  will  cause  a  substantial 
change  in  the  cost  or  price  of  goods  or 
services  which  are  used  extensively  by 
particular  industries,  which  are  supplied 
extensively  in  particular  geographic 
regions,  or  which  are  acquir^  in 
significant  quantities  by  the  Federal 


"Id 

"Id 

"Id 

"Id 


Government,  or  by  State  or  local 
governments;  or  (3)  otherwise 
determines  that  such  amendment  will 
have  a  significant  impact  upon  persons 
subject  to  regulation  under  such 
amendment  and  upon  consumers. 

Under  Section  3(a)  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act.  wlmn  the  Commission 
publishes  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  it  also  must  prepare  and 
make  available  for  public  comment  an 
initial  regulatory  flexibility  analysis. 

This  analysis  must  describe  the  impact 
of  the  proposed  rule  or  amendment  on 
small  entities.  Among  other  things,  the 
initial  regulatoiy  cuialysis  also  must 
contain  a  description  of  the  small 
entities  to  which  the  proposed  rule  or 
amendment  will  apply  and,  where 
feasible,  an  estimate  of  the  number  of 
such  small  entities;  an  estimate  of  the 
classes  of  small  entities  which  will  be  * 
subject  to  any  reporting,  recordkeeping 
or  other  compliance  requirements  of  the 
rule  or  amendment;  and  an 
identification,  to  the  extent  practicable, 
of  all  relevant  Federal  rules  which  may 
duplicate,  overlap  or  conflict  with  the 
proposed  rule  or  amendment. 

rv.  Questions  for  Comment 

The  Commission  invites  written 
public  comment  from  interested  parties 
with  respect  to  tiie  proposed  reopening 
of  the  rulemaking  proceeding,  including 
any  suggestiims  or  alternative  methods 
for  achieving  the  objectives  discussed  in 
part  n,  “Reopening  Proposed.”  supra. 

The  Commission  also  invites  written 
public  comment  with  respect  to  all 
issues  raised  in  part  HI,  “Economic 
Impact,”  supra.  Specifically,  concerning 
issues  regarding  economic  impact,  the 
Commission  is  interested  in  receiving 
written  public  comment  concerning  the 
impact  of  the  rule’s  disclosure 
requirements  for  television  advertising, 
and  of  possible  alternatives  to  those 
requirements,  including,  but  not  limited 
to,  amended  disclosures  or  disclosure 
language,  shortened  disclosures,  no 
disclosures,  and  possible  changes  in  the 
manner  in  which  required  disclosures 
must  be  made.  It  invites  written  public 
comment  concerning  what  “smaU 
businesses"  would  be  affected  for 
purposes  of  the  regulatory  flexibility 
analysis.  The  Con^ssion  is  particularly 
interested  in  receiving  comments 
concerning  what  impact,  if  any,  the 
television  advertising  disclosure 
requirements  originally  promulgated  in 
the  rule,  and  of  any  alternatives  to  those 
requirements,  woidd  have  on  small 
businesses  and  on  consumers. 

In  addition,  the  Commission  solicits 
written  public  comment  concerning 
what  issues,  if  any,  should  be 
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designated  in  the  reopened  proceeding 
as  disputed  issues  of  material  fact 
The  Commission  will  accept  written 
public  comment  on  all  issues  and 
questions  raised  in  this  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  until  October  26, 
1981. 

By  direction  of  the  Conunission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27835  Fned  •:«  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  STSO-OI-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  Na  RM79-7C  (CoionKlo-17)] 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

Issued:  September  21. 198t 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  Hie  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5],  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
§  271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and 
Producer  Regulation  contains  the 
recommendation  of  the  State  of 
Colorado  that  the  Mesaverde  Formation 
be  designated  as  a  tight  formation  under 
§  271  J03(d). 

DATE:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
are  due  on  October  21, 1981. 

PUBUC  hearing:  No  public  bearing  is 
scheduled  in  this  docket  as  yet  Written 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  are  due  on 
Octobmr  6, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  and  requests  for 
hearing  must  be  filed  with  th«  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
NE.,  Washiii^oa.  D.C.  20426. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Victor 
Zabel,  (202)  357-8616. 

I.  Background 

On  September  10, 1981,  the  State  of 
Colorado  Oil  and  Gas  Conservaticm 
Commission  (Colorado]  submitted  to  the 
Commissioira  recommendation,  in 
accordance  with  §  271.703  of  the 
Commission's  regulations  (45  FR  56034, 
August  22, 1980),  that  the  Mesaverde 
Formation  located  in  Garfield  Gounty, 
Colorado,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation.  Pursuant  to  §  271.703(c)(4)  of 
the  regulations,  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  is  hereby  issued  to 
determine  whether  Colorado’s 
recommendation  that  the  Mesaverde 
Formation  be  designated  a  ti^t 
formation  should  be  adopted.  The 
United  States  Geological  Survey  concurs 
with  Colorado’s  recommendation. 
Colorado’s  recommendation  and 
supporting  data  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

n.  Description  oi  Recommendation 

The  recommended  formation 
underlies  96,612  acres  in  the  Grand 
Valley  Area  of  Garfield  County, 
Colorado,  between  tlm  towns  of 
Debeque,  and  Rifle,  Colorado.  It  is 
defined  as  being  between  the  base  of 
the  Wasatch  Formation  (Tertiary)  and 
the  top  of  the  Mancos  shale,  with  an 
average  depth  to  the  top  of  the 
formation  of  4,475  feet  The  acreage 
included  in  the  recommended  area  is 
64%  Fee,  31.1%  Federal,  and  4.8%  Naval 
Oil  Shale  Leaseholds.  Exact  location  for 
the  recommended  area  is  as  follows: 
Township  6  South,  Range  93  West  6th 
PM..  Sections  3  through  10, 15  through 
22,  27  through  34;  Towiuhip  6  South, 
Range  94  West  6th  PM^  Sections  1 
through  3. 7  through  36;  Township  6 
South,  Range  95  West  6tb  PM.,  Sections 
25  through  36;  Township  7  South,  Range 

94  West  6th  PM^  Sections  1  through  9, 
16  through  18;  Township  7  South,  Range 

95  West  6th  PM.,  Sections  1  through  24, 
27  through  34;  Township  7  South,  Range 

96  West,  6th  P.M.,  Sections  1  through  36; 
Township  8  South,  Range  96  West  6th 
P.M.,  Sections  1  through  6, 

in.  Discussion  of  Recommeitdation 

Colorado  claims  in  its  submission  that 
evidence  gathered  through  information 
and  testimony  presented  at  a  public 
hearing  in  Cause  No.  NG-21  convened 
by  Colorado  an  this  matter 
demonstrates  that 

(1)  The  average  in  sibi  gas 
permeal^ty  tiiroughout  ^  pay  section 


of  the  proposed  area  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  0.1  millidarcy, 

(2)  The  stabilized  production  rate, 
against  atmospheric  pressure,  of  wells 
completed  for  production  fi'om  the 
recommended  formation,  without 
stimulation,  is  not  expected  to  exceed 
the  maximum  allowaUe  production  rate 
set  out  in  S  271.703(c)(2)(i}(B);  and 

(3)  No  well  drilled  into  the 
recommended  formation  is  expected  to 
produce  more  than  five  (5)  barrels  of  oil 
per  day. 

Colorado  further  asserts  that  existing 
State  and  Federal  Regulations  assure 
that  development  of  this  formation  will 
not  adversely  affect  any  fiesh  water 
aquifers.  - 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  by 
Commission  Order  No.  97,  issued  in 
Docket  No.  RM80-68  (45  FR  53456, 

August  12, 1980),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  ^  proposal  submitted  by  Colorado 
that  the  Mesaverde  Formation,  as 
described  and  delineated  in  Colorado’s 
recommendation  as  filed  with  the 
Commission,  be  designated  as  a  ti^t 
formation  pursuant  to  §  271.703. 

rv.  Pubfic  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C 
20426,  on  or  before  October  21, 1981. 
Each  person  submitting  a  comment 
should  indicate  that  the  comment  is 
being  submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM79-76 
(Colorado-17),  and  should  give  reasons 
including  supporting  data  for  any 
recommendations.  Comments  should 
include  the  name,  title,  mailing  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  one  person  to 
whom  commimicatimis  concerning  the 
proposal  may  be  addressed.  An  original 
and  14  conformed  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspecticm  at  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Information,  Room  1000, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C,  during  business 
hours. 

Any  person  wishing  to  present 
testimony,  views,  data,  or  otherwise 
participate  at  a  public  hearing  should 
notify  the  Commissi(Ki  in  writing  that 
they  wish  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
and  therefore  request  a  public  hearing. 
Such  request  ^uill  specify  the  amount  of 
time  requested  at  the  hearing.  Requests 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
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Commission  no  later  than  October  6,  • 
1981. 

(Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1976, 15  U.S.C. 

SS  3301-3342.) 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
Part  271,  Subchapter  H,  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  set  forth  below, 
in  the  event  Colorado’s  recommendation 
is  adopted. 

Kenneth  A.  Williams,  ' 

Director,  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 

PART  271— CEIUNQ  PRICES 

Section  271,703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  paragraph  (66)  as  follows: 

5  271.703  TigMfonnatiorw. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  Docket 
No.  1^79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 

***** 

(55)  through  (65)  [Reserved] 

(66)  Mesaverde  Formation  in 
Colorado.  RM79-76  (Colorado-17). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  ’The 
Mesaverde  Formation  is  found  in 
Garfield  County.  Colorado,  in  Township 

6  South,  Range  93  West,  eth  P,M., 
Sections  3  through  10. 15  through  22, 27 
through  34;  Township  6  South,  Range  94 
West,  6th  P.M.,  Sections  1  through  3, 7 
through  36;  Township  6  South,  Range  95 
West  6th  P.M.,  Sections  25  through  36; 
Township  7  South,  Range  94  West  6th 
P.M.,  Sections  1  through  9, 16  through  18; 
Township  7  South,  Range  95  West  6th 
P.M..  Sections  1  through  24,  27  through 
34;  Township  7  South,  Range  96  West 
6th  P.M„  Sections  1  through  36; 
Township  8  South,  Range  96  West  6th 
P,M.,  Sections  1  through  6, 

(ii)  Depth.  ’The  Mesaverde  Formation 
is  defined  as  being  between  the  base  of 
the  Wasatch  Formation  (Tertiary)  and 
the  top  of  the  Mancos  shale.  The 
average  depth  to  the  top  of  the 
Mesaverde  Formation  is  4,475  feet. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27954  Piled  9-24-61;  8:45  am) 

BiUJNQ  CODE  e4S0-S6-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
21 CFR  Part  452 
[Dockst  Na  80N-0406] 

Erythromycin  Enteric-Coated  Tablets; 
Revision  of  Disintegration  Standard; 
Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Rule 
agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Withdrawal  of  inroposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  withdrawing  a 
proposal  to  revise  the  disintegration 
standard  for  erythromycin  enteric- 
coated  tablets  for  human  use.  Hie 
proposal  is  being  withdrawn  for  further 
consideration. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joan  Eckert.  Bureau  of  Drugs  (HFD-140), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301- 
443-4290. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  28, 1980 
(45  FR  79091),  FDA  published  a 
proposed  rule  to  rerise  the 
disintegration  standard  for  erythromycin 
enteric-coated  tablets  for  human  use 
fi'om  2  hours  to  1  hour  and  25  minutes. 
The  proposediiile  was  intended  to 
assure  better  quality  control  of  this 
product  by  establishing  a  more  accurate 
time  period.  The  proposed  rule  invited 
comments  imtil  January  27, 1981. 

Three  comments  were  received.  None 
of  the  comments  supported  the  proposal 
’The  comments  expressed  doubt  that  the 
proposed  disintegration  standard  would 
be  appropriate  for  all  affected  products 
because  of  differing  tablet  formulations. 
One  comment  suggested  that  the  official 
pH  specified  for  simulated  intestinal 
fluid  be  changed  to  the  estimated  pH  of 
the  duodenum,  where  most  of  the  tablet 
is  assumed  to  disintegrate  and  dissolve. 

Upon  review  of  the  comments 
received,  the  agency  has  decided  to 
withdraw  the  proposed  rule  and 
reconsider  the  matter.  A  new  proposed 
rule  may  be  issued  after  all  the  facts 
have  been  evaluated. 

Accordingly,  the  proposed  rule 
published  in  tiie  Federd  Register  of 
November  28. 1980,  is  hereby 
withdrawn,  and  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  begun  by  that  proposed  rule 
is  terminated. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  authority 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  507,  701(f)  and  (g),  52  StaL 
1055-1056  as  amended,  59  Stat  463  as 
amended  (21  U.S.C.  357,  371(f)  and  (g))) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  emd  Drugs  (21 


CFR  5.10  (formerly  5.1;  see  46  FR  26052; 
May  11, 1981)). 

Dated:  September  16, 1961. 

Mary  A.  McEniry, 

Assistant  Director  for  Regulatory  Affairs, 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Doc.  81-27618  Filed  9-24-61;  6:45  am] 

MIXING  CODE  4110-0S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Aeeietent  Secretary  for 
Labor-Management  Relations 

29  CFR  Part  225 

Hospital  Employee  Protection 
Program;  Procedures  and  Guidelines 
Followed  by  Secretary  for  Determining 
That  Fair  and  Equitable  Arrangements 
Have  Been  Made  for  Protection  of 
Employees  Affected  by  Program  To 
Assist  and  Encourage  the 
Discontinuance  of  Unneeded  HosplM 
Services 

agency:  Labor-Management  Services 

Administration,  Labor. 

action:  Proposed  rule;  notice  of  intent. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  advise 
interested  parties  that  it  is  the  intent  of 
the  Department  of  Labor  (DOL)  not  to 
publish  a  final  rule  under  this  Part, 
regarding  guidelines  and  procedures 
relating  to  DOL  responsibilities  for 
reviewing  applications  for  grants  filed 
with  the  Sectary  of  Healffi  and  Human 
Services  pending  further  action  by  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 
address:  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  Division  of  Employee 
Protections.  Room  N-5639,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  20210. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  H.  Roadley,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  Division  of  Employee 
Protections,  Room  N-5639,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210,  Telephone  Number  (202) 
523-6495.  ’This  is  not  a  toll-free  number. 
SUPFLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  23. 1981,  the  uepartment  of 
Labor  (DOL)  published  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (46  FR  7756) 
regarding  guidelines  and  procedures 
relating  to  DOL  responsibilities,  for 
rerievring  applications  for  grants  filed 
vrith  the  Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services.  Authority  for  this  program  is 
.  established  under  Sections  1641  and 
1642(c)  of  the  Health  Planning  and 
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Resources  Development  Amendments  of 
1979,  Pub.  L  96-79, 93  Stat  592. 

This  notice  is  to  advise  interested 
parties  that  it  is  the  intent  of  DOL  not  to 
publish  a  final  rule  under  this  Part 
pending  action  by  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  to  issue  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  for  its 
respective  program  responsibifities 
under  Section  1641  of  I^b.  L.  96-79.  At 
such  time  DOL  intends  to  publish  a 
revised  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
under  this  Part  which  will  take  into 
consideration  the  comments  received  as 
a  result  of  the  January  23, 1981,  Notice 
and  provide  further  opportunities  for 
public  comment. 

(Section  1642(c),  Health  Hanning  and 
Resources  Devdo|»nent  Amendments  of 
1979,  Pub.  L  96-79,  Stat.  592] 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C^  this  10th  of 
September,  1981. 

Donald  L.  Dotson, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Labor-Management 
Relations. 

(FK  Ooc.  81-27734  FRed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

NUJNQ  CODE  4S19-39-M 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Adminiatratlon 

29  CFR  Part  1910 

[Docket  No.  H-112D] 

Accesa  to  Employee  Expoaure  and 
Medtoal  Record^  Propoeed  Interim 
Modification;  Extenekm  of  the 
Comment  Period 

aqency:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Labor. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  the  deadline  for 
submission  of  comments  and 
information. 

aumiMARV;  On  August  7, 1961,  OSHA 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  FR 
40492)  a  proposal  to  modity  the  trade 
secrets  proviskm  of  the  access  to 
employee  and  medical  records  standard, 
29  CFR  1910.20(f).  The  modification 
would  permit  employers  to  include 
liquidated  damages  clauses  or  the  like  in 
confidentiality  agreements  whidi  they 
may  require  of  employee  designated 
representatives  prior  to  disclosing  toxic 
substance  information  which  is  a  trade 
secret.  In  addition,  the  notice  requested 
interested  parties  to  submit  written 
comments  on  the  modification  by 
September  21, 1981. 

The  AFL-CIO  requested  on  August  27, 
1981,  a  sixty  day  extension  of  the 
comment  period  to  allow  them  sufficient 
time  to  contact  local  unions  and 
individuals  who  have  experience  with 
the  standard  and  the  trade  secrets  issue. 
After  consideration  of  the  request. 


OSHA  has  decided  to  grant  the 
extension. 

This  notice  extends  the  comment 
period  for  written  responses  to  the 
proposed  modification  to  November  20, 
1981. 

DATE:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  November  20, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
submitted  in  quadruplicate  to  the  Dodtet 
Officer,  Docket  No.  H-112D,  Room  S- 
6212,  U.S.  Department  of  Labmr, 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administratian,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210 
(202-523-7894). 

TOR  FURTHER  RIFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  F.  Foster,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  OSHA,  Department  of  Labor, 

200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210  (202-523-8151). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  23d  day  of 
September,  1981. 

Thome  G.  Auchter, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor, 

(FR  Doc.  84-28027  Fikd  9.24-81;  8:45  n) 

BILUNO  COOK  4S10-aS-H 


ENVIROmiENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-3-FRL 1929-4;  AH007WV] 

Deftolency  hi  West  Virginia's  State 
Implefnerittrtion  Plan 

AOENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  [EPAJ. 

action:  Notice  of  time  extenskm  to 
correct  deficiencies  in  State 
implementation  plan. 

summary:  On  November  10, 1980  EPA 
notified  West  Virginia  that  its  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for  control  of 
sulfur  dioxide  [SOt]  emissions  from  the 
Mitchell  and  Harrison  power  plants  was 
not  adeqtute  to  ensure  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  secondary  national 
ambient  air  quality  standard  for  SO» 
EPA  required  the  State  to  submit  a 
control  strategy  and  demonstration  of 
attainment  of  the  secondary  SOi 
standards  within  nine  months.  Both  the 
existing  control  strategy  and  EPA's 
notice  of  deficiency  have  been 
challenged  in  the  Third  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  The  State  has  requested  an 
extension  of  time  to  prepare  its  control 
strategy,  and  EPA  now  grants  an 
extension  until  nine  months  from  the 
date  that  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Third  Circuit  issues  its 
mandate  in  Nos.  79-1025  and 
consolidated  cases  concerning  SOs 


control  for  the  Mitchell  and  Harrison 
power  stations. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Sheldon  M.  Novidc,  Regional  Couns^ 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  Ifi,  The  Curtis  Buildii^.  Sixth 
and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelp^,  ^ 
Pennsylvania  19106  (215/597-9821).  • 

SUPPLEMENTARY  mFORMATKNC  On 

November  9, 1978  [43  FR  52239]  EPA 
approved  amendments  to  the  West 
Virginia  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission’s.  Regulation  X  as  a  revision 
to  the  State  Implementation  Plan  [SIP] 
for  control  of  SO*  emissions  from 
electric  power  generating  plants.  Those 
amendments,  as  they  applied  to  the 
Mitchell  and  Harrison  power  stations, 
were  challenged  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Third  Circuit, 
Pennsylvania  v.  EPA,  Nos.  79-l(^, 

1026.  As  a  result  of  this  litigation,  EPA 
again  reviewed  West  Virgmia’s 
Regulation  X  as  it  apidied  to  the  two 
power  plants  and  determined  that  the 
SIP  revision  was  adequate  to  ensure 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  the 
primary  SO*  stmidard  [45  FR  74478). 
However,  EPA  determined  that  West 
Virginia’s  SO*  control  strategy  was  not 
adequate  to  ensure  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  secondary  NAAQS 
for  SO*.  On  November  10, 1980,  EPA 
published  a  Notice  of  Deficiency  in 
West  Virginia’s  ffiP  [45  FR  74520)  and 
required  the  State  to  submit  a  contnd 
strategy  and  demonstration  of 
attainment  of  the  secondary  SO* 
standard  within  nine  mon^  from  the 
date  of  Notice  unless  additicmal  time 
was  requested  by  the  State. 

On  May  28, 1981  West  Virginia 
requested  an  extension  of  time  for 
developing  a  secondary  SO*  control 
strategy  for  the  MBtchell  and  Harrison 
power  stations.  Ihe  State  noted  tiiat  the 
Third  Circuit  court  of  Appeals  would  be 
adjudicating  issues  raised  by  EPA’s 
Notice  of  Deficiency,  and  that  an 
extension  pending  resolution  of  the 
litigation  therefore  was  appropriate. 

EPA  agrees,  and  hereby  grants  an- 
.  extensimi  to  West  Virginia  to  evaluate 
its  control  strategy,  enact  any  necessary 
regulations  and  submit  acontrol 
strategy  and  demmistration  of 
attainment  of  the  secondary  SO* 
standard  to  ^A  within  nine  m<mths 
from  the  date  of  the  Third  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals’  issuance  of  its  mandate  in 
Pennsylvania  v.  EPA,  Nos.  79-1025  and 
consolidated  cases.  Within  that  time. 
West  Virginia  must  reassess  its  control 
strategy  and  adopt  any  additicmal 
regulations  that  may  be  needed  to 
protect  the  seconds^  SO*  NAAQS.  If 
such  new  regulations  are  needed,  the 
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State  must  also  prescribe  a  schedule  for 
compliance  within  a  reasonable  time. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  This  Notice  is  not  a  major 
regulation  because  this  action  only 
extends  the  time  allowed  for  West 
Virginia  to  prepare  and  submit  its 
control  strategy  for  attainment  of  the 
secondary  SOs  standard  to  EPA.  The 
Notice  of  Extension  impses  no  new 
requirements  on  anyone. 

Iliis  Notice  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by  ' 
Executive  Order  12291. 

(42  U.S.C  7401-642) 

Dated:  September  10, 1081. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Do&  81-27883  Filed  8-24-81i  8:4S  am) 

BiLUNO  CODE  6560-36-M 


40  CFR  Part  180 

[PH-FRL-1040-1;  PP  0F2329/PP  1F245S/ 
P189] 

Glyphosate;  Proposed  Tolerances 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes, 
establishing  tolerances  for  the  combined 
residues  of  the  herbicide  glyphosate  [N- 
(phosphonomethyl)glycine]  and  its 
metabolite  aminomediylphosphonic  acid 
in  or  on  certain  raw  agricultural 
commodities.  This  proposal  was 
submitted  by  Monsanto  Co.  This 
proposal  will  establish  the  maximum 
permissible  level  for  residues  of 
glyphosate  in  or  on  certain  raw 
agricultiural  commodities. 
date:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  October  26, 1981 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to:  Robert 
).  Taylor,  Product  Manager  (PM)  25, 
Registration  Division  (TS-767C),  Office 
of  Pesticide  Programs.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401 M  St.,  SW.. 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Robert  J.  Taylor  (703-657-7066). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 
issued  notices  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Reg^ter  of  April  7, 1960  (45  FR 
23511)  and  March  17. 1981  (46  FR  17130) 
that  Monsanto  Co.,  1101 17th  St.,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20036,  had  filed 
pesticide  petitions  0F2329  and  1F2455 
with  the  ^A.  These  petitions  proposed 
the  establishment  of  tolerances  for  the 
combined  residues  of  the  herbicide 


glyphosate  [N- 

(phosphonomethyl)glycine]  and  its 
metabolite  aminb-methyiphosphonic 
acid  in  or  on  peanuts  at  0.1  part  per 
million  (ppm);  peanut  hay  and  forage  at 
0.3  ppm;  and  peanut  shells  (hulls)  at  0.4 
ppm  (PP  0F2329);  and  cottonseed  at  15 
ppm  (1F2455). 

The  petitioner  subsequently  amended 
these  petitions  by  submitting  revised 
Section  Fs.  The  revised  section  F  for 
petition  PP  0F2329  increased  the 
tolerances  for  peanut  hay  and  forage, 
and  peanut  shells  (hulls)  to  0.5  ppm; 
proposed  tolerances  (PP  1E2455)  of  15 
ppm  on  cotton  forage  and  hay;  and  0.5 
ppm  for  liver  and  kidney  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  poultry,  and  sheep. 

Because  tiiere  is  a  potential  increase  in 
risk  to  humans,  these  tolerances  are 
being  proposed  at  this  time  to  allow  for 
public  comment. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  toxicology  data 
submitted  included  an  oral  LDm  (rabbit) 
study  with  a  LDm  of  3.8  grams  (g)/ 
kilogram  (kg);  a  90-day  feeding  (dog) 
study  with  a  no-observed-effect-level 
(NOEL)  of  2,000  ppm;  a  90-day  feeding 
(rat)  study  with  a  NOEL  of  2,000  ppm; 
teratology  (2  rabbit  studies)  negative  at 
30  mg/l^/day  (highest  dose),  teratology 
(rat)  study  negative  at  3,500  mg/kg/day 
and  fetotoxic  NOEL  is  1,000  mg/kg/day, 
teratology  (rabbit)  study  negative  at  350 
mg/kg/dqy  and  the  fetotoxic  NOEL  is 
175  mg/kg/day;  2-year  feeding  (dog) 
study  wiA  a  NOEL  of  300  ppm;  three 
generation  reproduction  (rat)  study  with 
a  NOEL  of  100  ppm;  18-month  feeding 
(mouse)  study— iio  carcinogenic 
potential  at  300  ppm  (highest  dose);  2- 
year  feeding  (rat)  study  with  a  NOl^  of 
100  ppm;  neurotoxicity  (hen)  negative  at 
7.5  mg  (highest  dose);  ^es  assay 
(negative);  rec-assay  (negative);  rec- 
assay  (B.  8ubtilis)-kiot  mutagenic  up  to 
2,000  micrograms  test  material/disk; 
reverse  mutat  ion  (not  mutagenic);  Ames 
test  [Salmonella]  not  mutagenic;  and 
dominant  lethal  assay  (mouse)— 
negative  at  2,000  mg/kg. 

Desirable  data  that  are  currently 
lacking  are  oncogenicity  studies  with 
two  species.  Although  (tie  oncogenic 
potential  of  glyphosate  is  not  fully 
elucidated,  &e  life-time  rat  and  mouse 
studies  provide  assurance  that 
glyphosate  has  a  relatively  low  '' 
oncogenic  potentia*!.  Further  assurance 
of  low  risk  with  glyphosate  is  found  in 
the  fact  that  on  a  Aeoretical  basis  the 
exposure  via  the  diet  is  about  one-fifth 
of  the  ADI.  The  company  has  been 
notified  of  the  deficiencies  and  has 
agreed  to  perform  the  above  studies  and 
to  remove  the  use  from  the  label  should 


the  results  of  the  above  studies  exceed 
the  risk  criteria  from  chronic  toxicity  as 
stated  in  40  CFR  162.11  of  the 
regulations. 

Tolerances  have  previously  been 
established  on  a  variety  of  commodities 
at  levels  fi'om  0.1  ppm  to  18.0  parts  per 
million.  The  proposed  tolerances  on 
peanuts  (0.1  ppm)  and  cottonseed  (15.0 
ppm)  contribute  0.02097  mg/day/1.5  kg 
to  the  current  theoretical  maximal 
contribution  (TMRC)  of  0.3284  mg/day/ 
1.5  kg  or  11.63  percent  of  the  allowable 
daily  intake  (ADI).  Other  tolerances  for 
this  herbicide  have  been  approved  for 
guava  and  papayas  (0.2  ppm)  and  will 
contribute  0.00018  mg/day  (1.5  kg)  to  the 
newly  established  TMRC  for  a  total  of 
0.3494  mg/day  (1.5  kg).  This  value  will 
occupy  11.64  percent  of  the  ADI.  The 
ADI  is  based  on  a  NOEL  of  100  ppm  (2- 
-year  rat  feeding  study)  with  a  lOO-fold 
safety  factor. 

There  are  no' regulatory  actions 
pending  against  the  herbicide  and  no 
Rebuttable  Presumption  Against 
Registration  (RPAR)  criteria  have  been 
exceeded.  The  nature  of  the  residue  in 
plants  and  animals  is  adequately 
understood.  Adequate  analytical 
methods  (gas  chromatography  using  a 
phosphorous-specific  flame  photometric 
vector  and  liquid  chromatography)  are 
available  for  enforcement  purposed. 
Secondary  residues  6f  glyphosate  and/ 
or  its  metabolite  which  may  occur  in 
liver  and  kidney  of  livestodc  will  be 
covered  under  the  proposed  tolerance  of 
0.5  part  per  million.  There  is  no 
reasonable  expectation  of -finite  residues 
in  meat,  fat  and  meat  byproducts 
(except  liver  and  kidney)  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  poultry,  and  sheep,  eggs, 
and  milk  fi'om  the  proposed  tolerances 
(160.6(a)(3)).  It  is  concluded  that  these 
tolerances  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Interested  persons  are  .invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulation.  The  comments 
must  bear  a  notation  indicating  both  the 
subject  and  the  petition  and  document 
control  number  “(PP  OF2329/1F2455/ 
P189]".  All  written  comments  filed  in 
response  to  this  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  office  of  Robert  J. 
Taylor  fiom  8:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  legal 
holidays. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  proposed 
rule  is  not  a  “Major"  rule  and  therefore 
does  not  require  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  In  addition,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  has 
exempted  this  regulation  bom  the  OMB 
review  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
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12291  pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that 
Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L  96- 
534, 94  Stat.  1164, 5  U.S.C.  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that 
relations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establisUng  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950). 

(Sea  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(d)(2))) 

Dated:  September  16, 1981. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division.  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 


PART  ISO^TOLERANCES  AND 
EXEMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES 
FOR  PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 
RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Therefore,  it  is  proposed  that  40  CFR 
180.364  be  amended  by  alphabetically 
inserting  the  following  raw  agricultural 
commodities: 


§  180.364  Glyphoeate;  tolerances  for 
resMues. 


Commodities 

Part  per 
million 

•  •  • 

* 

.  0.5 

.  OS 

.  .  . 

Cottonseed . 

15 

.  15 

.  15 

.  0.5 

.  0.5 

.  .  . 

_  0.5 

OK 

. 

. .  0.5 

Horses,  Hver . 

.  0.5 

Conxnodities 


Part  per 
niiWon 


Peanuts . . . — - _ _ _ _ _  0.1 

Peanut  hay _ _ _ _ _ -  0.5 

Peanut  0.5 

Peanut  hulls._„ _ _ _  0.5 

Poultry,  kidney. . . . 0.5 

Poultry,  liver _ _ _ 0.5 

Sheep,  Kver . . . . . . „..:.L . . .  0.5 

Sheep,  kidney _ _ 0.5 


(FR  Doc.  81-27920  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6560-32-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Chap.  I 

[Gen.  Docket  81-500] 

Policy  Regarding  Character 
Qualificatlona  In  Broadcast  Licensing 
Order  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing 
Comments  and  Replies 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  inquiry;  extension  of 
comment/reply  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  extends 
dates  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  in  General  Docket  No.  81-500 
on  the  notice  of  inquiry  in  the  matter  of 
policy  regarding  character  qualifications 
in  broadcast  licensing  in  response  to 
request  by  National  Broadcasters 
Association. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  by 
October  2. 1981,  Reply  Comments  must 
be  filed  by  October  23, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  may  be  filed  with 
Secretary,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lee  Peltzman,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  (202)  632-6990  or  254-6530. 


In  the  matter  of  policy  regarding 
character  qualifications  in  broadcast 
licensing  (Gen.  Docket  No.  81-500, 
August  13, 1981  (46  FR  40899)). 

Order 

Adopted:  September  10, 1981. 

Released:  September  11, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
Motion  for  Extension  of  Time  filed  on 
September  4, 1981,  by  the  National 
Association  of  Broadcasters  (NAB). 

2.  In  a  Notice  of  Inquiry,  FCC  81-387, 
released  August  8, 1961,  the  Commission 
stated  that  interested  persons  could  file 
comments  in  this  proceeding  on  or 
before  September  25, 1981,  and  file  reply 
comments  on  or  before  October  16, 1981. 
NAB  represents  that  its  preparation  of 
comments  will  require  careful 
evaluation  of  the  Notice  of  Inquiry  as 
well  as  past  Commission  precedents.  In 
order  to  provide  it  with  an  adequate 
opportunity  to  prepare  and  present 
comments.  NAB  requests  that  the  dates 
for  filing  comments  and  reply  comments 
be  extended  for  60  days  to  November  25 
and  December  16, 1981,  respectively. 

3.  It  is  the  policy  of  t^  Commission 
that  extensions  of  time  shall  not  be 
routinely  granted.  (See  §  1.46(a)  of  the 
Commission  rules.  47  CFR  1.46(a).) 
While  NAB  has  not  demonstrated  good 
cause  in  support  of  its  request  for  a  60 
day  extension  of  time,  it  has  shown  an 
adequate  basis  for  a  more  limited 
extension. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  Section  0.251(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  47  CFR  0.251(b).  the 
Request  for  Extension  of  lime  filed  on 
September  4, 1981,  by  NAB  is  granted  to 
the  extent  that  the  time  for  filb^ 
comments  and  reply  comments  is 
extended  to  and  including  October  2, 
1981,  and  October  23, 1981,  and  is 
denied  in  all  other  respects. 

Stephen  A.  Sharp, 

General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27902  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLINa  CODE  6712-01-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agemy  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  exampies 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

Committee  on  Informal  Action; 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  No.  92-463), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Committee  on  Informal  Action  of  the 
Administrative  Conference  of  the  ynited 
States,  to  be  held  at  1:30  p.m.,  Thursday, 
October  15, 1981  in  the  library  of  the 
Administrative  Conference,  Suite  500, 
2120  L  Street  N.Wm  Washington.  D.C. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  discuss 
(1)  Professor  Colin  Diver’s  pending  study 
of  agency  artioilation  of  re^atory 
policy  (why  some  agencies  extensively 
articulate  ^eir  policies  and  some  do 
not)  and  (2)  a  pending  study  of 
techniques  used  by  agencies  to  narrow 
or  avoid  evidentiary  hearings  In  initial 
licensing  proceedings. 

Attendwce  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space 
available.  Persons  wishing  to  attend 
should  notify  the  Office  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Administrative  Conference  at 
least  two  days  in  advance.  The 
Committee  Chairman,  if  he  deems  it 
appropriate,  may  permit  members  of  the 
public  to  present  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting;  any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Committee  before,  during  or  after  the 
meeting. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  meeting  contact  Jeffrey  S.  Lubbers, 
Office  of  the  Chairman,  Administrative 
Conference  of  the  United  States,  2120  L 
Street.  N.W.,  Suite  500,  Washington. 

D.C.  (Telephone:  202-254-7065.)  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  available  on 
request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 

General  Counsel. 

September  21, 1981. 

|PR  Doc.  81-27885  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Intent  To  ReestabNeh;  National 
Arboretum  Advisory  Council 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  intends  to 
reestablish  the  National  Arboretum 
Advisory  Council.  The  purpose  of  the 
Council  is  to  provide  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  with  an  independent 
overview  of  the  work  of  the  Arboretum 
by  a  body  of  qualified  individuals  who 
represent  national  organizations.  The 
National  Arboretiun  was  created  by  act 
of  Congress  (Pub.  L.  799,  69th  Congress, 
20  U.S.C.  191-194)  on  March  4, 1927,  for 
purposes  of  research  and  education 
concerning  tree  and  plant  life. 

The  Council  meets  annually  at  the 
National  Arboretum  in  Washington, 

D.C.,  to  receive  reports  from  the 
Arboretum  staff  on  research  progress 
with  trees  and  environmental  plants, 
educational  activities,  site  development, 
and  long-range  goals.  The  Council’s 
findings  are  reported  in  writing  to  the 
Secretary  of  A^culture. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the 
reestablishment  of  this  Council  is  in  the 
public  interest  in  coimection  with  the 
work  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agricultiu«. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments,  views,  or  data 
concerning  this  proposal  to  Anson  E. 
Thompson,  Executive  Secretary, 
National  Arboretum  Advisory  Council, 
Building  005,  BARC-West,  Beltsville,  MD 
20705,  by  October  13. 1981. 

Dated:  September  21, 1961. 

|ohn  E.  Sdirote, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  8t-2785B  Filed  9-24^1:  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-98-M 


Members  of  Performance  Review 
Boards;  Amendment  to  List 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  USDA. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
list  of  Performance  Review  Board 
members  published  April  20, 1981, 46  FR 
22629  and  22630. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25. 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Earl  C.  Hadlock,  Chief,  Executive 
Resources,  Performance  Appraisal  and 
Merit  Pay  Staff,  Office  of  Personnel, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  14th  Street 
and  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington.  D.C,  20250,  (202)  447-2830. 

The  membership  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture’s  Performance  Review 
Boards  is  amended  by  adding  the  names 
of  John  Graziano,  Ruth  Reister,  John  E. 
Schrote,  Richard  Siegel,  Charles  Shuman 
and  Harold  Hunter. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary  of  Agricuhure. 

September  22, 1981. 

IFR  Doc.  81-27857  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-03-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

KAMO  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.; 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Rural  ElectriBcation 
Administration  (REA)  has  prepared  a 
Finding  of  No  SigniBcant  Impact  with 
respect  to  proposed  Bnancing  assistance 
by  REA  for  KAMO  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.,  (KAMO)  of  Vinita,  Oklahoma,  for 
the  construction  of  72.4  km  (45  mi)  of  69 
kV  transmission  line.  The  proposed 
construction  includes  the  following 
projects: 

40  km  (25  mi)  Butler — Austin  69  kV 
line. 

16  km  (10  mi)  Jasper — ^Dudenville  69 
kV  line. 

16  km  (10  mi)  Jasper — ^Medoc  69  kV 
line. 

The  above  projects  will  be  located  in 
Bates,  Cass,  and  Jasper  Coimties, 
Missouri.  Associated  substation 
construction  includes  the  proposed 
Medoc  Substation.  KAMO  has  prepared 
Borrower’s  Environmental  reports 
(BER’s)  concerning  the  proposed 
projects.  An  Environmental  Assessment 
was  prepared  by  REA. 

Threatened  and  endangered  species, 
important  farmlands,  archaeological  and 
historic  sites,  wetlands  and  Boodplains 
and  other  potential  impacts  of  the 
proposed  projects  are  adequately 
considered  in  the  BER’s  and  the 
Environmental  Assessment.  Some  pole 
structures  may  be  located  in  floodplains. 
Part  of  the  Medoc  substation  and  some 
pole  structures  will  be  located  on  prime 
farmland.  The  impact  will  be  minimal. 

Alternatives  considered  include  no 
action,  alternate  routes  and  alternate 
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substation  sites.  The  proposed 
transmission  lines  and  associated 
substation  additions  are  the  most  viable 
alternatives  to  deliver  power  to  existing 
and  projected  loads  within  the  project 
area. 

REA’s  independent  evaluation  of  the 
proposed  construction  concludes  that 
this  project  does  not  represent  a  major 
Federal  action  that  will  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  A  finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  was  reached  in  accordance  with 
REA  Bulletin  20-21:320-21,  Part  1. 

Copies  of  the  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact,  the  Environmental  Assessment, 
and  B^’s  may  be  obtained  from  or 
reviewed  at  the  Office  of  the  Director, 
Power  Supply  Division,  Room  0230, 
South  Agriculture  Building,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  or  may  be 
reviewed  at  the  office  of  the  KAMO 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  577, 
Vinita,  Oklahoma  74301. 

This  Program  is  listed  in  the  Catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850 — Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22d  day  of 
September  1981. 

Harold  V.  Hunter, 

Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27932  FUed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-15-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Strontium  Nitrate  From  Itaiy;  Eariy 
'  Determination  of  Antidumping  Duty 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Early  determination  of 
antidumping  duty. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  has  conducted  an  early 
determination  of  the  antidumping  duty 
to  be  assessed  upon  imports  of 
strontium  nitrate  from  Italy  entered,  or 
withdrawn  fi'om  warehouse,  for 
consumption  from  FebruFuy  18, 1981  to 
June  24, 1981.  This  determination  will 
also  be  the  basis  for  the  deposit  of 
estimated  antidumping  duties  on  future 
entries  of  such  merchandise. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Patrick  Pope  or  David  R.  Chapman, 
Office  of  Compliance,  Import 
Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-4697/2657). 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  June  25, 1981,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (46  FR 
32864)  an  antidumping  duty  order 
covering  imports  of  strontium  nitrate 
fi’om  Italy.  In  accordance  with  the  order. 
Customs  officers  were  directed  to 
require  a  deposit  of  estimated 
antidumping  duties  on  the  merchandise 
pending  liquidation. 

On  J^y  1, 1981,  the  only  known  Italian 
exporter  of  the  merchandise,  Societa 
Bario  e  Derivati  S.p.A.  (“SABED”), 
requested  that  we  waive  the  deposit  of 
estimated  duties  and  make  an  early 
determination  of  duty. 

On  July  24, 1981,  we  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  (46  FR  38114)  that,  in 
accordance  with  section  736(c)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the  Tariff  Act"),  we 
were  satisfied  that  we  would  be  able  to 
determine  foreign  market  value  and 
United  States  price  for  all  entries  by 
SABED  from  the  date  of  our  preliminary 
affirmative  determination  to  the  date  of 
the  International  Trade  Commission’s 
final  determination.  Deposit  of 
estimated  duties  was  wmved  pending 
the  early  determination  of  duty. 

Scope  of  the  Investigation 

We  investigated  all  imports  of  Italian 
strontium  nitrate  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  during 
the  period  from  February  18, 1981  to 
June  24, 1981. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  notice,  the  term 
“strontium  nitrate”  means  a  chemical 
compound  Sr(NO*)t.  currently 
classifiable  under  item  421.7400  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
Annotated  (TSUSA). 

The  review  covers  the  only  known 
exporter  of  strontium  nitrate  from  Italy 
to  the  United  States,  SABED. 

United  States  Price 

In  calculating  United  States  price,  the 
Department  used  purchase  price,  as 
defined  in  section  772(b)  of  the  Tariff 
Act,  since  all  sales  of  Italian  strontium 
nitrate  were  to  unrelated  U.S.  customers 
and  were  concluded  before  the 
merchandise  was  imported  into  the 
United  States.  We  calculated  purchase 
price  on  the  basis  of  a  packed  price 
f.o.b.  Massa,  Italy.  No  adjustments  were 
made  or  claimed. 

Foreign  Market  Value 

In  calculating  foreign  market  value, 
the  Department  used  constructed  value, 
as  defined  in  section  773(e)  of  the  Tariff 
Act,  since  sufficient  quantities  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise  were  not  sold  in  the 
home  market  or  to  third  countries  to 


provide  a  basis  for  comparison. 
Constructed  values  were  calculated  as 
the  siun  of  materials,  fabrication  costs, 
general  expenses,  profit  and  the  cost  of 
packing.  The  amount  added  for  general 
expenses  constituted  at  least  ten  percent 
of  the  sum  of  materials  and  fabrication 
costs.  Profit  was  calailated  at  eight 
percent  of  the  sum  of  all  general 
expenses  and  cost 

Analysis  of  Comments  Received 

Interested  parties  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  written  or  oral 
comments.  The  petitioner  and  SABED 
submitted  comments. 

The  petitioner  contends  that  home 
market  sales  should  form  the  basis  for 
foreign  market  value  because  there  were 
sales  in  the  home  market  and  a 
relatively  small  number  of  transactions 
occurred  during  the  review  period. 

The  petitioner  is  correct  that  the  total 
number  of  transactions  was  small. 
However,  we  used  constructed  value 
because  we  determined  that  neither  the 
sales  in  Italy  nor  those  for  exportation 
to  countries  other  than  the  U.S. 
constituted  a  viable  market  Production 
is  related  specifically  to  the  U.S.  market 
and  any  residual  amounts  not  purchased 
by  U.S.  customers  are  sold  sporadically 
and  are  not  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade. 

The  respondent  contends  that  sales 
from  SABED  to  a  parent  sufficiently 
reflect  arm’s  lengUi  transactions  and 
should  not  be  adjusted  when  calculating 
the  constructed  value.  The  constructed 
value  submitted  by  SABED  included  a 
deduction  from  raw  material  costs  for 
the  value  of  a  by-product  generated  as  a 
result  of  the  production  process. 

Because  the  by-product  was  sold  to  both 
related  and  unrelated  customers,  we 
adjusted  this  value  by  recalculating  the 
sales  receipts  for  the  sales  to  the  related 
party  to  reflect  a  value  comparable  to 
sales  transactions  of  similar 
merchandise  to  unrelated  parties.  The 
respondent  has  not  supplied  to  date 
satisfactory  evidence  to  support  its 
claim  that  the  price  to  the  related  party 
fairly  reflected  the  value  of  the  by* 
product 

The  constructed  value  data  presented 
by  SABED  did  not  include  costs  for 
general  corporate  interest.  During 
verification  we  examined  the  financial 
statements  of  SABED  for  the  two  most 
recent  fiscal  years  and  received 
information  on  interest  costs  for  the  six 
months  ending  June  30, 1981.  this 
examination  revealed  that  SABED  has 
carried  significant  debt  for  the  past 
several  years.  We  allocated  the  interest 
charges  to  strontium  nitrate  on  the  basis 
of  net  receipts.  SABED  argues  that  this 
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allocation  was  improper  because  the 
debt  was  In  place  prior  to  the  production 
of  strontium  nitrate  and  no  additional 
debt  was  incurred  as  a  result  of  its 
production.  Even  if  all  of  the  debt 
predates  the  beginning  of  production  of 
strontium  nitrate,  we  consider  this 
corporate  debt  to  be  a  normal  business 
expense  that  is  properly  included  in  the 
general  expenses  for  constructed  value 
calculations. 

In  February.  1981,  SABED's  parent 
firm,  KAU-Chemie  of  Hannover,  West 
Germany,  loaned  SABED  additional 
stuns  for  the  purpose  of  retiring 
outstanding  debt  This  related  party 
loan  was  made  at  a  rate  of  interest 
below  the  commercial  rate  prevailing  in 
Italy  at  the  time.  We  recalculated  the 
interest  payments  on  this  loan  to  reflect 
terms  available  in  the  commerded 
market  SABED  objects  to  the 
recomputation  and  argues  that  no 
amount  in  excess  of  actual  cost  should 
be  allocated.  The  fact  that  this  loan  was 
made  at  rates  significantly  below  the 
prime  rate  in  the  Italian  market 
indicated  that  this  was  not  an  arm's 
length  transaction.  We  therefore  reject 
SABED's  argument 

Results  o(  Early  Detenmnation 

As  a  result  of  adjustments  made 
based  on  comments  received  and  our 
analysis,  we  determine  that  no  margins 
on  any  of  the  sales  exist  The 
Department  shall  issue  appraisement 
instructions  separately  to  the  Customs  * 
Service. 

As  provided  for  in  section  353.48(b)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  based  on  the  most  recent  margin 
calculated  normally  would  be  required 
on  all  shipments  of  Italian  strontium 
nitrate  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  these  results. 
Since  the  most  recent  margin  calculated 
Is  zero,  the  Department  waives  the 
deposit  requirement  for  Italicm  exports 
of  strontium  nitrate.  The  waiver  of 
deposit  diall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review.  The 
Department  intends  to  conduct  the  next 
administrative  review  by  the  end  of 
June,  1983. 

This  early  determination  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  738(c)(3) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C  1673(e))  and 
§  353.49  of  the  Commerce  Regulations 
(19  CFR  353.49). 

Leonard  M.  Shambon. 

Director,  Office  of  Compliance. 

September  22, 1981. 

(PR  Doa  M-47817  rued  k4S  aol 

BHXIIM  CODE  MlO-tSei 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Additional  Impoil  Controls  on  Certain 
Apparel  Products  From  Taiwan 

September  22, 1981. 
agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
action:  Controlling  wool  coats  in 
Category  435,  produced  or  manufactured 
in  Taiwan,  at  a  level  of  19,230  dozen 
during  the  twelve-month  period  which 
began  on  January  1. 1981. 

(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.SJL 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  28, 1980  (45  FR 
13172).  as  amended  on  April  23, 1980  (45 
FR  27463),  August  12, 1980  (45  FR  53506) 
December  24, 1980  (45  FR  85142)  and 
May  5, 1981  (46  FR  25121)). _ 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Agreement  of  June  8, 1978,  as 
amended,  concerning  textile  and  apparel 
products  from  Taiwan,  the  United  States 
Government  has  decided,  following 
consultations  with  the  Coordination 
Council  for  North  American  Affairs,  to 
control  imports  of  wool  textile  products 
in  Category  435,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Taiwan  and  exported . 
diuing  the  twelve-month  period  which 
began  on  January  1, 1981  in  addition  to 
those  cat^ories  previously  designated. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  3a  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ronald  Sorini,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
AppareL  US.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C  20230  (202/377-^23). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  2a  198a  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  65497)  a 
letter  dated  December  19, 1980  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  which 
established  levels  of  restraint  for  certain 
specified  categories  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactiured  in  Taiwan, 
which  may  be  entered  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  for  consumption,  during 
the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1, 1961  and  extends  through 
December  31, 1981.  In  the  letter 
published  below,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textil  Agreements  directs  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  also  to 
prohibit  entry  for  consumption,  or 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption,  of  wool  coats  in  Category 
435,  in  excess  of  19,230  dozen.  The  level 


of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to 
account  for  any  imports  after  December 
31, 1980.  Imports  during  the  January  1> 
July  31. 1981  period  have  amoimted  to 
5,928  dozen  and  will  be  charged.  As  the 
data  become  available,  further  charges 
will  be  made  for  the  period  which  began 
on  August  1. 1981  and  extends  to  the 
effective  date  oi  this  action. 

Arthur  GareL 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
September  22, 1981. 

Committee  for  the  Inqilementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 

D.C.  20229 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
further  amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the 
directive  issued  to  you  on  December  19. 1980 
by  the  CSiairman.  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
concerning  impOTts  into  the  United  States  of 
certain  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Taiwan. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  June  8, 1978,  as 
amended,  concerning  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  piquets  from  Taiwan:  and 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  11051  ^  March  3, 1972,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11961  of 
January  0, 1977,  you  are  directed  to  prohibit, 
effective  on  September  30. 1981,  and  for  the 
twelve-month  period  beginning  on  January  1, 
1981  and  extending  through  December  31, 
1981,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  wool  textile 
products  in  Category  435,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Taiwan,  in  excess  of  19,230 
dozen.* 

Textile  products  hi  Category  435  which 
have  been  exported  to  the  United  States  prior 
to  January  1, 1981  shall  not  be  subject  to  this 
directive. 

Textile  products  in  Category  435  which 
have  been  released  from  tiie  custody  of  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the  provisions  of 
19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  or  1484(aKlKA)  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  dlrrctive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  under  tiiis  directive. 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  should  construe 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
to  include  entry  for  consunqition  into  the 
Commonweal^  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
authorities  in  Taiwan  and  with  respect  to 
wool  textile  products  from  Taiwan,  have 
been  determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 

'  The  tevel  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to 
reflect  any  imports  after  December  31. 1980.  Imports 
have  amount^  to  S.938  dozen  during  the  lannary- 
)uly  period  of  1981. 
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involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  these  directions  to  the 
Conunissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  S53.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  die 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur  GareL 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27904  FUsd  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

aUJNG  CODE  3S10-25-M 


Additional  Import  Controls  on  Certain 
Cotton  Apparel  Products  From 
Pakistan 

September  22, 1981. 
acuency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
ACTION:  Controlling  imports  of  cotton 
nightwear  in  Category  351  from  Pakistan 
at  a  level  of  38,462  dozen  during  the  18- 
month  period  which  began  on  January  1. 
1981. 

(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S-A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  23, 1980  (45  FR  27463), 
and  August  12, 1980  (45  FR  53506)). 

summary:  Under  the  terms  of  the 
Bilateral  Cotton  Textile  Agreement  of 
January  4  and  9, 1978,  as  amended, 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Pakistan,  the  United  States 
Government  has  decided  to  control 
imports  of  cotton  textile  products  in 
Category  351,  produced  or  manufactured 
in  Pakistan  at  a  level  of  38,462  dozen 
during  the  18-month  agreement  year 
which  began  on  January  1, 1981,  in 
addition  to  those  categories  previously 
designated. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  28, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Gordana  Slijepcevic,  International 
Trade  Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  (202/377-2184). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  24, 1980,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  85140)  a 
letter  dated  December  19, 1980  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  which 
established  levels  of  restraint  for  certain 
specified  categories  of  cotton  textile 
products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Pakistan,  which  may  be  entered  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
consumption,  duri'*.^;  the  18-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1981 


and  extends  through  June  30, 1982. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  the  United  States 
Government  has  decided  also  to  control 
imports  of  cotton  textile  products  in 
Category  351  during  that  same  period. 
Accordingly,  in  the  letter  published 
below  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  directs  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  to  prohibit  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption,  or 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption,  of  cotton  textile  products 
in  Category  351  in  excess  of  38,462 
dozen.  The  level  of  restraint  has  not 
been  adjusted  to  account  for  any 
imports  after  December  31, 1980.  Imports 
during  the  period  which  began  on 
January  1, 1981  and  extended  to  July  31, 
1981  amounted  to  26,940  dozen  and  will 
be  charged.  As  the  data  become 
available,  further  charges  will  be  made 
to  account  for  the  period  which  began 
on  August  1, 1981  and  extends  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  action. 

Arthur  Garel, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
September  22, 1981. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington. 

D.C  20229 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner;  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive 
issued  to  you  on  December  19. 1980  by  the 
Chairman,  Conunittee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements,  concerning  imports 
into  the  United  States  of  certain  cotton  textile 
products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Pakistan. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton  Textile  Agreement  of 
January  4  and  9, 1978,  as  amended,  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
Pakistan;  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of  Mardi 
3, 1972,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11951  of  January  6, 1977,  you  are  directed  to 
prohibit,  effective  on  September  28, 1981  and 
for  the  eighteen-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1, 1981  and  extends  through  June 
30, 1982,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  cotton  textile 
products  in  Category  351  in  excess  of  38,462 
dozen.' 

Textile  products  In  Category  351  which 
have  been  exported  to  the  United  States  prior 
to  January  1, 1981  shall  not  be  subject  to  this 
directive. 


'The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to 
account  for  any  imports  after  December  31, 1980. 
Imports  during  the  January-Iuly  1981  period  have 
amounted  to  26.940  dozen. 


Textile  products  in  Category  351  which 
have  been  released  from  tte  custody  of  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the  provisions  of 
19  U.S.C  1448(b)  or  1484(aHl)(A)  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  nnder  this  directive. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  and  with  respect  to 
imports  of  cotton  textile  products  frtnn 
Pakistan  have  been  determined  by  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs ' 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore, 
these  directions  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  whidi  are  necessary  for  the 
implementation  of  sudi  actions,  foil  within 
the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the 
rulemaking  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553.  This 
letter  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Sincerely. 

Arthur  GareL 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Ag^ements. 

(FR  Doc.  St-27m  FUad  S-24-S1:  a4S  ami 
WLUNG  CODE  3S10-2S-M 


Adjusting  ttie  Levels  of  Restraint  for 
Certain  Cotton  Apparel  Products  From 
the  People’s  Republic  of  China 

September  23, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementatioa  of  Textile  Agreements. 
action:  Establishing  specific  ceilings  of 
150,000  dozen,  208,333  dozmi  and  583,333 
dozen,  respectively,  for  men's  and  boys’ 
other  cotton  coats  in  Category  334, 
women’s,  giiis’  and  infants  cotton  coats 
in  Category  335,  and  men’s  and  boys’ 
cotton  knit  shirts  in  Category  338  during 
the  ten-month  period  which  began  on 
Mardi  1. 1981  and  extends  thrmigh 
December  31, 1961.  In  addition,  a 
sublimit  of  416,667  dozen  has  been 
established  within  Category  338  for 
T.S.U.S.A.  numbers  380.0029  and 
380.0652. 

(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  28. 1980  (45  FR 
13172),  as  amended  on  April  23. 1980  (45 
FR  27463),  August  12, 1980  (45  FR  53506), 
December  24. 1980  (45  FR  85142)  and 
May  5, 1981  (46  FR  25121)). 

SUMMARY:  On  September  21. 1961  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
the  People’s  Republic  of  Qiina 
exchanged  notes  amending  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Agreement  of  September  17, 1980 
between  the  two  governments  to 
establish,  among  other  things,  specific 
ceilings  for  cotton  textile  piquets  in 
Categories  334,  335  and  338  for  the 
period  which  began  on  March  1, 1981 
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and  extends  through  December  31, 1981, 
but  including  the  provision  that  the 
percentage  increases  for  swing  shall  be 
6  percent  for  Category  334,  7  percent  for 
Category  335,  and  6  percent  for  Category 
338  during  the  ten-month  agreement 
period  which  began  on  March  1, 1981 
and  henceforth. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  28, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  Ruths,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington.  D.C,  20230  (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  June 

19. 1981,  there  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (46  FR  32060)  a  letter 
dated  June  16, 1981  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  which  established 
levels  of  restraint  for  cotton  textile 
products  in  Categories  334,  335,  and  338, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  the 
People's  Republic  of  China  and  exported 
during  the  ninety-day  period  which 
began  on  February  24, 1981  and  : 
extended  through  May  24, 1981  and  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
May  25, 1981  and  extends  thrdugh  May 

24. 1982.  The  letter  published  below 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  for 
the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  cancels  and  supersedes  the 
June  16, 1981  letter  and  directs  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  prohibit 
entry  for  consumption,  or  withdrawal 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  of 
cotton  textile  products  in  Categories  334, 
335  and  338  in  excess  of  the  designated 
levels  of  restraint  during  the  ten-month 
period  which  began  on  March  1, 1981 
and  extends  through  December  31, 1981. 
Arthur  Garel, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
September  23, 1981. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 

D.C.  20229 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
cancels  and  supersedes  the  directive  issued 
to  you  on  June  16, 1981  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  which  established  levels 
of  restraint  for  cotton  textile  products  in 
Categories  334,  335  and  338  from  the  People's 
Republic  of  China  during  the  ninety-day 
period  which  began  on  February  24, 1981  and 
extended  through  May  24, 1981  and  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on  May  25, 
1981  and  extends  through  May  24, 1982. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Agreement  of  September  17, 1980,  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of  the 


United  States  and  the  People's  Republic  of 
China,  and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3, 1972  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11951  of 
January  6, 1977,  you  are  directed  to  prohibit, 
effective  on  September  28, 1981  and  for  the 
ten-month  period  which  began  on  March  1, 
1981  and  extends  through  December  31, 1981, 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
and  withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  of  cotton  textile  products  in 
Categories  334,  335  and  338,  exported  from 
the  People’s  Republic  of  China  on  and  after 
March  1, 1981,  in  excess  of  the  following 
levels  of  restraint:  * 


Category 

lO-month  level 
of  restraint 

.  IfiOOOO 

335 . 

338 . 

. - . 

« 208,333 
.  •  583,333 

•  Dozen. 

*  Dozen  of  which  not  more  than  416,667  dozen  shad  be  in 
T.S.U.S.A.  numbers  380.0029  and  360.0652. 


Textile  products  in  Categories  334, 335  and 
338  which  have  been  exported  to  the  United 
States  prior  to  March  1, 1981  shall  not  be 
subject  to  this  directive. 

Textile  products  in  Categories  334, 335  and 
338  which  have  been  released  from  the 
custody  of  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  under 
the  provisions  of  19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  or 
1484(a)(l)(A]  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
directive  shall  not  be  denied  entry  under  this 
directive. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  People's  Republic  of  China 
and  with  respect  to  imports  of  cotton  textile 
products  from  China  have  been  determined 
by  the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States. 

Therefore,  these  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  533.  This  letter  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur  Garel, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

|FR  Doc.  81-28002  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am] 
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Adjusting  the  Level  of  Restraint  for 
Certain  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Apparel  Products  Exported  From  the 
Polish  People's  Republic 

September  23, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

action:  Increasing  the  level  of  restraint 
established  for  wool  and  man-made 


'  The  levels  of  restraint  have  not  been  adjusted  to 
reflect  any  imports  after  February  28, 1981. 


fiber  suits  in  Category  443/643/644, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Poland, 
from  14,852  dozen  to  16,634  dozen  during 
the  agreement  year  which  began  on 
January  1, 1981  by  the  application  of 
swing  and  carryforward.  The  sublimit 
for  Category  443/643  (except  leisure 
suits  in  T.S.U.S.A.  Numbers  380.8145, 
380.8451,  380.6651  and  380.6652)  is  being 
increased  from  13,000  dozen  to  14,560 
dozen  during  the  same  agreement 
period. 

(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  28, 1980  (45  FR 
13172),  as  amended  on  April  23, 1980  (45 
FR  27463),  August  12, 1980  (45  FR  53506) 
December  24, 1980  (45  FR  85142)  and 
May  5, 1981  (46  FR  25121)). 

SUMMARY:  The  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool 
and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 
of  September  15, 1980  and  March  21, 

1981,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Polish  People's  Republic  provides, 
among  other  things,  for  the  borrowing  of 
yardage  in  certain  categories  from  the 
succeeding  year’s  level  with  the  amount 
used  deducted  from  the  level  in  the 
following  year  (carryforward);  and  that 
specific  ceilings  may  be  increased  by 
designated  percentages  (swing). 

Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  the  import  restraint  level  for 
Category  443/643/644  is  being  increased 
during  the  twelve-month  period  which 
began  on  January  1, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  28, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  Ruths,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  OfHce  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  (202/377-4212). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
30, 1981  there  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (46  24224)  a  letter  dated 
April  27, 1981  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  which  established  levels  of 
restraint  for  certain  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products, 
including  Category  443/643/644, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Poland 
which  may  be  entered  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  for  consumption,  during 
the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1, 1981  and  extends  through 
December  31, 1981  under  the  terms  of  a 
new  bilateral  agreement. 

In  the  letter  published  below  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
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Implemeotation  of  Textile  Agreements 
directs  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  to 
permit  entry  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  of  wool  and  man-made 
fiber  textile  products  in  Category  443/ 
643/644,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Poland,  at  the  increased  level  of  16,634 
dozen  during  the  eigreement  year  which 
began  on  January  1, 1981. 

Arthur  Garel, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
September  23, 1981. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs,  Department  of  the 
Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner.  On  April  27, 1981. 
the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
directed  you  to  prohibit  entry  during  the 
twelve-month  period  beginning  on  January  1, 
1981  and  extending  through  Drcember  31. 

1981  of  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  hber 
textile  products  in  certain  specified 
categories,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Poland,  in  excess  of  designated  levels  of 
restraint.  The  Chairman  further  advised  you 
that  the  levels  of  restraint  are  subject  to 
adjustment* 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  and 
extended  on  December  15, 1977,  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  September  15, 

1980  and  March  21, 1981,  as  amended, 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Polish  People’s  Republic;  and 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3, 1972,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11951  of 
January  6, 1977,  you  are  directed,  effective  on 
September  28, 1981,  to  increase  the  twelve- 
month  level  of  restraint  for  Category  443/643/ 
644  to  the  following: 


Category  Amervled  12-mo.  level  of  restraint' 


443/643/644  16,634  dozen  o(  twMch  not  more  than  14,560 
dozen  shall  bo  applied  to  an  T,S.U.SA 
numbers  in  theM  categories  except 
380.8145,  380.B451,  380.6651  and 

380.6652. 


■  The  level  01  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to  reflect  any 
imports  after  December  31,  1960. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  Polish  People's  Republic 
and  with  respect  to  imports  of  wool  and  man- 


'  The  term  "adjustment”  refers  to  those  provisions 
of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Agreement  of  September  15, 1980  and  March 
21, 1981,  as  amended,  between  the  Governments  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Polish  People's  Republic 
which  provide,  in  part,  that  (1)  within  the  aggregate 
and  applicable  group  limits  of  the  agreement, 
specif  levels  of  restraint  may  be  exceeded  by 
designated  percentages;  (2)  these  levels  may  ^so  be 
increased  for  carryover  and  carryforward;  and  (3) 
administradve  arrangements  or  adjustments  may  be 
made  to  resolve  minor  problems  arising  in  the 
implementation  of  the  agreement. 


made  fibdr  textile  products  from  Poland  have 
been  determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  these  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  Hiis  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur  Garel 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

(FR  Doc.  81-28097  Filed  9-24-81;  10:24  am] 
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Announcing  an  Import  Restraint  Level 
for  Certain  Wool  Sweaters  From 
Mauritius 

September  24, 1981. 
agbicy:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

ACTION:  Establishing  a  level  of  restraint 
of  47,214  dozen  for  wool  sweaters  in 
Category  445/446,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Mauritius  and  exported 
during  the  twelve-month  period  which 
began  on  July  30, 1981,  pursuant  to 
Section  204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1956,  as  amended. 

(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Re^ster  on  February  28, 1%0  (45  FR 
13172J,  as  amended  on  April  ^  1980  (45 
FR  27463),  August  12. 1960  (45  FR  53506), 
December  24, 1980  (45  FR  85142),  and 
May  5. 1981  (46  FR  25121)). 

summary:  On  July  3a  1981,  the  United 
States  Government  requested  the 
Government  of  Mauritius  to  enter  into 
consultations  to  establish  an 
appropriate  level  of  restraint  for  wool 
sweaters  in  Category  445/446,  produced 
or  manufactured  in  Mauritius  and 
exported  to  the  United  States  during  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
July  30, 1981.  Consultations  held  in 
Geneva  during  the  week  of  September 
21-25, 1981  did  not  produce  a  mutually 
satisfactory  solution.  Inasmuch  as  theiva 
imports  are  continuing  to  rise,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  has 
decided,  pending  further  consultations, 
to  prohibit  entry  of  wool  sweaters  in 
Category  445/446  in  excess  of  47,214 
dozen  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  July  30, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  28. 1981. 
FOR  FURTH«I  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Ross  Arnold,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington.  D.C  20230  (202/377-4212). 


supPLERmTAiiy  information:  On 

August  13, 1961t  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (46  FR  40916)  a 
notice  dated  August  la  1961. 
announcing  that  consultations  had  been 
requested  with  the  Government  of 
Maiuitius  concerning  an  appropriate 
level  of  restraint  for  wool  sweaters  in 
Category  445/446  produced  or 
manufactured' in  Mauritius,  and 
soliciting  public  comment  thereon. 
Consultations  were  held  with  the 
Government  of  Mauritius  during  the 
week  of  September  21-25, 1981  in 
Geneva  and  did  not  produce  a  mutually 
satisfactory  solution.  Accordingly,  in  the 
letter  published  below,  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  directa  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  prohibit 
entry  for  consumption  or  withdrawal 
finm  warehouse  for  consumption  of 
wool  sweaters,  produced  or 
manufactiued  in  Mauritius  and  exported 
diuing  the  twelve-month  period  which 
began  on  July  30. 1981  and  extends 
through  July  29, 1982  in  excess  of  47,214 
dozen,  llus  directive  is  subject  to 
termination  or  revision  in  the  event  a 
different  solution  is  agreed  between  the 
two  governments  during  further 
consultations. 

Arthur  Garel 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
September  24. 1981 

Committee  for  the  Imi^ementation  of  Textitle 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  the  Treasury,  Washington. 

D.C.  20229 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner  Under  the  terms  of 
Section  204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as 
amended,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11951  of  January  6, 1977.  you  are  directed  to 
prohibit  effective  on  September  28, 1981,  and 
for  the  twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
July  30, 1981  and  extends  through  July  29, 

1982,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consinnption  of  wool  textile 
products  in  Category  445/446,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Mauritius  and  exported 
during  the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  July  30, 1981,  in  excess  of  47,214  dozen. ' 

Wool  textile  products  in  Category  445/446 
that  have  been  exported  before  July  36 1981 
shall  not  be  subject  to  diis  directive. 

Wool  textile  products  in  Category  445/446 
that  have  been  released  from  the  custody  of 
the  U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the 
provisions  of  19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  or 
1484(a)(1)(A)  prior  to  die  effective  date  of  this 
directive  ^all  not  be  denied  entry  under  this 
directive. 


'The  level  of  lestraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to 
account  for  any  inpotts  after  July  29. 1961. 
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A  detailed  description  of  the  textilte 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.UJS.A.  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  28, 1980  (45  FR 13172),  as  amended 
on  April  23, 1980  (45  FR  27463),  August  12. 
1980  (45  FR  53506)  December  24, 1980  (45  FR 
85142)  and  May  5, 1981  (48  FR  25121). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  should  construe 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consiunption 
to  include  entry  for  consumption  into  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  * 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Mauritius  and  with  respect  to 
imports  or  wool  textile  products  from 
Mauritius  have  been  determined  by  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore, 
these  directions  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  which  are  necessary  for  the 
implementation  of  such  actions,  fall  within 
the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the  rule- 
making  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur  Garel, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textitle  Agreements. 

|FR  Doc.  81-28096  Filed  9-24-81;  10:24  am] 

BnXINO  CODE  3S10-25-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1981;  Addition 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Addition  to  procurement  list. 

summary:  This  action  adds  to 
Procurement  List  1981  a  service  to  be 
provided  by  workshops  for  the  blind 
and  other  severely  handicapped. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  25, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  July 
24, 1981,  the  Committee  for  Purchase 
from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped  published  a  notice  (46  FR 
38119)  of  proposed  addition  to 
Procurement  List  1981,  November  12, 
1980  (45  FR  74836). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  service  listed  below 
is  suitable  for  procurement  by  the 
Federal  Government  under  41  U.S.C.  46- 
48c.  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  service  is 
hereby  added  to  Procurement  List  1981: 


SIC  7399 

Currency  Packaging  Service,  Bureau  of 
Engraving  and  Fating,  Washington,  D.C. 
E.  R.  AUey,  Jr., 

Acting  Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27883  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  ain]  , 

BILUNQ  CODE  M20-33-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron 
Devices;  Meeting 

Working  Group  C  (Mainly  Imaging 
and  Display]  of  &e  DOD  Advisory 
Group  on  Electron  Devices  (AGED)  will 
meet  in  closcu  session  26  October  1981, 
at  the  Honeywell  Management 
Development  Center,  7625  Metro  Blvd., 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55420. 

The  mission  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering, 
the  Director.  Defense  Advanced 
Research  Projects  Agency  and  the 
Military  Departments  with  technical 
advice  on  the  conduct  of  economical 
and  effective  research  and  development 
pronams  in  the  area'of  electron  devices. 

Trie  Working  Group  C  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and 
development  programs  which  the 
military  propose  to  initiate  with 
industry,  universities  or  in  their 
laboratories.  This  special  device  area 
includes  such  programs  as  infrared  and 
night  sensors.  The  review  will  include 
classified  program  details  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App  1, 

§  10(d]  (1976),  it  has  been  determined 
that  this  Ad^risory  Group  meeting 
concerns  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c](l]  (1976),  and  that  accordingly, 
this  meetii^  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

September  22, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27953  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Record  of  Decision;  Medium  Btu 
Industrial  Fuels  Gasification 
Demonstration  Plant  (IFGDP)  Memphis, 
Shelby  County,  Tenn. 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Record  of  Decision 
regarding  the  Department  of  Energy’s 
action  on  the  proposed  demonstration 
project.  The  environmental 
consequences  of  the  proposed  project 
and  the  reasonable  alternatives  to  the 


proposed  project  were  evaluated  in  a 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS),  DOE/EIS-0071,  which  was  filed 
with  EPA  on  May  1, 1981.  This  Record  of 
Decision  is  being  issued  pursuant  to 
regulations  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (40  CFR  Part 
1505)  and  Implementing  Procedures  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  (45  FR  20694). 


Decision 

The  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  has  . 
decided  to  terminate  future  funding 
support  of  the  proposed  Memphis  Light, 
Gas,  and  Water  (I^GW)  Division 
sponsored  Medium  Btu  Industrial  Fuel 
Gas  Demonstration  Plant  (IFGDP) 
project.  MLGW  has  submitted  an 
application  to  the  Synthetic  Fuels 
Corporation  (SFC)  for  continued 
financial  support  to  construct  the 
IFGDP.  In  order  to  assist  the  current 
project  schedule  and  to  maintain  project 
design  team  efforts  until  SFC  can  act  on 
the  MLGW  application,  DOE  will 
continue  to  provide  available  prior  year 
funds  to  the  project,  with  the  provision 
that  these  funds  will  be  utilized  only  for 
finaLdesign  and  associated  tedmical 
support  pilot  plant  tests,  and  necessary 
vendor  engineering.  No  site  work  or 
construction  work  is  included.  The  DOE 
involvement  in  the  project  will  terminate 
either  when  available  prior  year  funds 
are  exhausted,  or  when  SFC  acts  on  the 
MLGW  application:  whichever  comes 
first. 

Basis  for  Decision 

The  United  States*  dependence  on 
foreign  sources  for  some  of  its  petroleum 
and  natural  gas  has  been  a  matter  of 
concern  for  some  time. 

The  goal  of  DOE's  Fossil  Energy 
program  is  to  develop  advanced 
methods  of  utilizing  the  Nation’s 
abundant  coal  supply  to  increase 
national  security,  and  minimize 
economic  and  social  costs.  DOE  has 
supported  the  proposed  MLGW  project 
with  funds  for  conceptual  design  and 
environmental  impact  assessment.  With 
the  restructuring  of  the  Federal 
Synthetic  Fuels  Program  during  1981, 
which  involves  increased  reliance  on  the 
private  sector  to  bring  about  expanded 
development  and  production  of  new 
energy  resources,  DOE  will  phase  out  its 
participation  in  the  project  as  a  major 
cost-sharing  partner.  k4.GW  has 
submitted  a  proposal  to  the  SFC  to 
continue  the  project  under  incentives 
provided  by  Ae  Corporation.  It  is  DOE’s 
opinion  that  use  of  th^  available  prior 
year  funds  will  aid  MLGW  in  the 
possible  transition  to  SFC  sponsorship 
and  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
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Administration’s  policies  of  teminating 
Federal  support  of  the  project.  DOE 
terminate  its  involvement  with  the 
IFGDP  project  when  these  available 
funds  are  either  exhausted  or  when  SFC 
acts  upon  the  MLGW  application; 
whichever  comes  first.  l4ior  year  funds 
are  not  to  be  used  to  accomplish  site 
work  or  other  construction  activities. 

The  alternatives  considered  by  DOE 
in  reaching  this  decision  were  discussed 
in  Section  2  of  the  Final  EIS.  They  are:  to 
proceed  with  the  proposed  action,  to 
modify  the  proposed  action,  or  to  take 
no  action.  'The  environmentally 
preferred  alternative  is  the  no-action 
alternative.  As  discussed  above,  DOE  is 
taking  the  no-action  alternative  in 
support  of  the  Administration’s 
restructuring  of  the  Federal  Synthetic 
Fuels  Programs  by  terminating  future 
funding  for  the  KdOW  project. 

The  Final  EIS  (DOE/EIS-0071) 
identified  only  two  monitoring  activities 
that  DOEVodd  have  undert^en  to 
supplement  the  monitoring  activities  of 
the  industrial  partners;  namely  to 
prepare  and  make  public  quarterly 
reports  and  to  conduct  supporting 
investigations  on  the  release  and  effects 
of  novel  effluents.  It  is  DOE’s  opinion 
that  the  proposed  project  is  technically 
sound  and  based  on  die  analysis  in  the 
Final  EIS,  the  impacts  of  the  proposed 
MLGW  project  would  be 
environmentally  acceptable  without 
DC^’s  monitoring  activity.  If  successful, 
the  project  will  provide  private  industry 
with  needed  information  and  incentive 
to  phase  the  U-gas  process  into  the 
commercial  sector.  Successful 
commercialization  of  the  U-gas  process 
could  result  in  a  national  market 
penetration  of  0.6  Quads  of  medium  Btu 
gas  by  1992. 

Dated  this  16th  day  of  September  1981.  in 
Washington,  D.C. 
fan  W.  Mares, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy. 

[FR  Doa  81-Z7S28  Filed  S-Bt-81: 8:45  am] 

BtUJNQ  CODE  64S0-O1-M 


Voluntary  Agreement  and  Plan  of 
Action  To  Implement  the  International 
Energy  Program;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section 
252(c)(l)(A](i]  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  (42  U.S.C.  6272), 
notice  is  hereby  provided  of  the 
following  meeting: 

A  meeting  of  Subcommittee  A  of  the 
Industry  Advisory  Board  to  the 
International  Energy  Agency  (lEA)  will 
be  held  on  October  5, 1981,  at  the  offices 
of  the  lEA,  2  Rue  Andre  Pascal,  Paris  16, 
France,  beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  This 
meeting  is  being  held  to  permit 


Subcommittee  A  to  consult  with  the  lEA 
Secretariat  and  lEA  member 
governments  concerning  trade 
discrepancies  in  the  lEA  Emergency 
Data  System. 

The  agenda  for  die  meeting  is  under 
the  control  of  the  lEA  Secretariat  It  is 
eiqiected  that  the  following  subjects  will 
be  discussed: 

Trade  discrepancies  in  the  lEA 
Emergency  Data  System: 

— transshipment  terminals: 

— ^non-reporting  by  traders  in  the  Rhine 
area. 

As  provided  in  section  2S2(c](l](A)(ii) 
of  the  Energy  Policy  and  Conservation 
Act,  this  meeting  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DX^.,  September  21. 
1981. 

janine  Landow-Esser, 

Deputy  Assistant  General  Counsel 
International  Trade  and  Emergency 
Preparedness. 

[FR  Doc  81-27B1S  FUed  9-24-61;  845  aa[i4 
BHXmQ  CODE  MSIMII-M 


BonneviHe  Power  Administration 

Aiumax  Hnal  Environmental  impact 
Statement;  Record  of  Dedaion 

agency:  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  DOE. 

Decision:  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  (BPA)  has  decided  to 
provide  service  to  the  Alumax-Padfic 
aluminum  reduction  plant  a*  Umatilla, 
Oregon,  under  the  terms  of  the  Industrial 
Firm  Power  Sales  Contract  (No.  14-03- 
59133)  of  April  17. 1975.  Such  service 
shall  not  extend  beyond  July  20. 1986, 
pursuant  to  such  contract  'This  record  of 
decision  (ROD)  is  based  upon  the  Final 
Aiumax  l^vironmental  Impact 
Statement  (KS),  (DOE/EIS-O076),  which 
was  filed  %vith  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  June  15. 1981,  and 
upon  “The  Role  of  tiie  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  in  the  Pacific  Northwest 
Power  Supply  System:  Including  Its 
Participation  In  a  Hydro  Thermal  Power 
Program’’  (Final  Role  EIS:  DOE/EIS- 
0066)  of  December  1980. 

This  decision  applies  to  service 
rendered  to  Aiumax  pursuant  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  Contract  No. 
14-03-59133.  Following  that  service  to 
Aiumax  would  fall  under  the  provisions 
and  the  requirements  of  the  Pacific 
Northwest  Electric  Power  iHanning  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1980  (PNEPPCA). 
Project  description:  In  April  of  1975, 
BPA  signed  a  contract  with  Alumax- 
Pacific  Corporation  for  the  sale  of  power 
to  their  proposed  primary  aluminiun 
reduction  plant  to  be  located  in 
northeastern  Oregon  near  Umatilla. 


Under  tiie  existing  contract  BPA 
proposes  to  serve  the  facility  with  320 
MW  of  Industrial  Firm  power.  The 
proposed  plantsite  would  occupy 
approximately  165  acres  of  a  4,100  acre- 
tract  in  the  Port  of  Umatilla’s  industrial 
site  area  and  involves  two  potlines  for 
the  reduction  of  aluminum  by  the  Hall- 
Heroult  process  using  prebake  carbon 
anodes.  Dominant  physical  features  of 
the  proposed  facility  include  four 
“potroom,"  large  aluminum  storage  silos, 
an  emission  control  center  with  150-foot 
stack,  and  the  anode  manufacturing 
building.  Rail  access  would  be  provided 
by  an  extension  of  an  existing  Union 
Pacific  spur  serving  Umatilla. 

Transmission  facilities  would  include 
the  construction  of  two  single-circuit 
230-kV  lines  finm  the  existing  McNary 
Substation  to  the  proposed 
Substation  near  the  plant  Eadi  line 
would  be  approximately  4  miles  long 
and  would  follow  a  route  where  the 
fewest  environmental  impacts  are 
expected  to  occur. 

Alternatives  amsidered:  Alternatives 
to  the  proposal  considered  by 
Bonneville  in  reaching  its  decision  were: 

(a)  No  service  to  Aiumax; 

(b)  Aiumax  served  at  the  Warrenton 
site: 

(c)  Service  to  Aiumax  delayed  until 
firm  energy  surplus  to  preference 
customers’  requirements  is  available: 

(d)  Alternative  contract  expiration 
dates; 

(e)  Alternative  plant  technology  or 
methods  of  operation;  and 

(f)  Aiumax  served  but  with  power 
inadequate  to  facilitate  operation  at 
planned  capacity. 

Alternative  A,  the  “no-action" 
alternative,  is  also  the  environmenttdly 
preferred  cdtemative.  If  BPA  did  not 
serve  Aliunax,  it  is  unlikely  that  the 
plant  would  be  built  Therefore,  the 
construction  and  operating  impacts  of 
the  plant  would  be  avoided. 

Alternative  B,  resiting  the  plant  at 
Warrenton.  an  alternate  site  considered 
in  the  EIS,  would  have  many  of  the  same 
types  of  impacts  as  those  of  the 
proposal,  but  the  natural  ecosystems  at 
this  site  would  be  more  vulnerable  to 
harm  than  those  at  the  Umatilla  site. 

Alternative  C,  delaying  service,  would 
be  similar  to  the  “no-action”  alternative: 
no  surplus  in  power  supjfiy  is  expected 
within  the  duration  of  Ae  Aiumax 
contract. 

Alternative  D,  alternative  contract 
dates,  would  not  change  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  impacts,  although  a  shorter 
contract  period  might  decrease  the 
likelihood  of  the  Aiumax  plant  being 
built.  Longer  contract  lengths  would 
increase  ^e  duration  of  Ae  possible 
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impacts  and  the  likelihood  6iat  the  plant 
would  be  built. 

Alternative  E,  utilization  of  altemate 
plant  technology  or  methods  of 
operation,  would  not  result  in  any 
change  in  the  operational  impacts  of 
Alumax  (e.g.,  air  quality  and  water 
quality),  on  the  environment,  because 
the  Alumax  plant  as  proposed  already 
encompasses  the  best  available 
pollution  control  technology.  As 
indicated  on  page  5,  the  plant  will  meet 
all  applicable  environmental  standards 
and  requirements.  Therefore,  there  is  no 
alternative  process  or  technology  that 
would  further  reduce  regulated 
environmental  impacts.  Construction 
impacts  would  also  remain  the  same  as 
in  Alternative  A. 

Alternative  F,  inadequate  service, 
would  have  variable  impacts,  depending 
on  the  size  of  the  inadequacy  and 
Alumax's  response  to  the  cutback.  If 
supplemental  energy  is  found,  impacts 
would  be  the  same  as  those  of  the 
proposal.  If  the  plant  were  operated  at 
less,  than  capacity,  such  impacts  would 
be  reduced  accordingly.  If  Alumax  were 
not  to  build  in  the  region,  die  impacts 
would  be  the  same  as  those  of 
Alternative  A. 

Decision  factors:  The  impact  factors 
of  siting  the  Alumax  plant  at  Umatilla 
which  were  evaluated  by  BPA  in 
reaching  this  decision  inlcude  physical 
and  biological  impacts  to  natural 
ecosystems,  air  and  water  quality 
impacts,  and  socioeconomic  impacts  to 
surrounding  communities.  Particular 
attention  was  given  to  die  examination 
of  air  contaminants — fluorides  and 
sulfides — associated  with  the  aluminum 
reduction  process. 

Impacts  to  surrounding  communities 
such  as  increased  tax  bass, 
compatibility  with  existing  community 
services  and  employment,  were  also 
considered.  Althou^  it  was  determined 
that  community  services  in  Umatilla 
would  be  detrimentally  affected,  the 
increase  in  tax  base  associated  with  the 
influx  of  population  is,  in  the  opinion  of 
locally  elected  officials,  adequate  to 
accommodate  the  expected  dianges. 

While  the  plant  as  proposed  would 
emit  particulate  and  gaseous  pollutants 
into  the  atmosphere,  use  of  dm  best 
available  control  technology  would  meet 
ambient  air  quality  standards  and 
prevention  of  sigitiflcant  deterioration 
requirements.  There  is,  however,  some 
speculation  that  long-term  fluoride 
accumulation  (0.2  tugim*  annual  or 
monthly  average  total  fluoride,  0.1  ftg/ 
m*  ann^  or  monthly  average  gaseous 
fluoride)  may  affect  the  immediate  area 
of  the  plant  (the  plantsite,  the  river,  and 
the  land  betwemi  die  two);  however. 


Wariiington  State  ambient  fluoride 
standards  would  not  be  exceeded 
(Oregon  has  no  ambient  fluoride 
standards;  therefore,  Washington 
stEuidards  cue  used  to  measure  fluoride 
concentrations). 

BPA  examined  the  U.S.  and 
international  markets  for  aluininum  and 
the  impacts  of  the  proposal  on  them.  The 
impact  of  Alumax  on  both  world  and 
national  supply  of  aluminum  in 
percentage  terms  would  decline  over 
time  in  worid  and  national  maricets. 

With  price  adjustments,  world  supply  of 
and  demand  for  aluminum  would  be 
brought  into  balance,  while  national 
demand  would  have  to  be  satisfied 
through  imports;  without  Alumax,  the 
amount  of  imports  required  would  be 
greater  (130,000  metric  tons  in  all  years 
after  1980),  and  the  average  cost  of 
imports  higher  (70  million  1976  dollars) 
than  with  the  plant  as  proposed. 

BPA  also  examined  impacts  of  the 
proposal  on  the  Federal  ^wer  System 
in  the  Pacific  Northwest,  concluding  that 
both  negative  impacts  (in  the  form  of 
increas^  system  losses)  and  positive 
ones  (approximate'Pederal  system  load 
factor  increase  of  0.5  percent,  due  to 
Alumax’s  very  high  load  factor  of  98-100 
percent)  would  result  from  siting  the 
plant  at  UmatiMa.  / 

Considerations  which  mitigate  the 
impacts  of  implementfaig  die  decision: 

All  regulated  environmental 
impacts  associated  with  the  decision  are 
within  levels  that  coinidy  with  Federal, 
State,  and  locad  standards  and 
requirements.  Therefore,  tiie  decision  to 
serve  the  plant,  while  not  the 
environmentally  preferred  alternative,  is 
judged  to  be  environmentally 
acceptable.  In  addition,  both  BPA  and 
Alumax  have  identified  specific 
measures  to  mitigate  impacts  on  tiie 
natural  resources  and  socioeconomic 
environment  expected  to  be  affected  by 
the  proposal.  They  include  specific 
measures  to  mitigate  the  ph3r8ical  effects 
of  the  plant  on  the  environment 
(relocation  of  wildlife  irrigation  ponds, 
special  measures  to  minimize  damage  to 
soils  and  vegetation  during  construction, 
paving  of  roads  and  maintenance  of 
ground  cover  to  reduce  dust  and 
limitation  of  construction  activities  to 
daytime  to  minimize  noise)  and 
measures  to  mitigate  impacts  of 
transmission  facilities  (described  in 
BPA’s  Draft  Role  EIS,  Appendbc  B,  Vm). 
Unlike  physical  and  biological  impacts, 
the  nat^  of  social  and  economic 
impacts  is  such  that  it  is  often  difficult  to 
determine  which  of  tiiese  effects  are 
adverse  or  to  suggest  or  require 
mitigation  measures.  Furtiiermore,  it  is 
often  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 


party  proposing  the  action  to  imdertake 
any  measures  wltich  might  be  required. 
Therefore,  measures  discussed  in  the 
EIS  are  not  concrete  actions  to  which 
someone  is  committed  to  performing  to  a 
specified  level  of  efficiency;  generally, 
they  are  accepted  planning  practices 
and  techniques  utilized  to  limit  tiie 
adverse  effects  of  community  growth 
which  have  been  specifically  attributed 
to  Alumax. 

Monitoring  for  long-term  air  quality 
will  be  carried  out  in  accordance  wiffi 
the  Oregon  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality  (DEQ)  permitting 
procedures.  The  DEQ  has  already  issued 
a  permit  for  the  wastewater  control 
treatment  and  disposal  facilities  permit 
No.  2287,  July  21, 1975);  monitoring 
programs  are  required  under  this  permit; 

All  practicable  means  to  avoid  or 
minimize  environmental  harm  hove 
been  adopted. 

For  fnrtliCT  informatkm  contact: 
Anthony  R.  Morrell,  Acting 
Environmmital  Manager,  Bonneville 
Power  Administraicm,  P.O.  Box  3621-8J, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208.  Telephone  (809) 
284-9301,  extension  5197. 

Dated:  August  7, 1981. 

Peter  T.  Johnson, 

Adminiatratar. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27824  Ffled  SM  am] 

BiLUNo  cooe  tSSO-OI-IS 


Economic  Regufatory  Administration 

Alpar  Resources,  Inc.;  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOK 
action:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  consent 
order. 


summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  26, 1981. 
COMMENTS  by:  October  26, 1961. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tudcer,  Southwest  District  Managn, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235,  Phone:  214/767- 
7745. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 

Wayne  I.  Tucker,  Southwest  District 
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Manager,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235, 
phone:  214/767-7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  26, 1981  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  Alpar  Resources, 

Inc.  of  Perryton,  Texas.  Under  10  CFR 
205.199}(b)  a  Consent  Order  which 
involves  a  sum  of  $500,000  or  less  in  the 
aggregate  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  upon  its 
execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Alpar 
Resources,  Inc.  wish  to  expeditiously 
resolve  this  matter  as  agreed  and  to 
avoid  delay  in  the  payment  of  refunds, 
the  DOE  has  determined  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  make  the  Consent 
Order  with  Alpar  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  its  execution  by  the  DOE  and  Alpar. 

L  The  Consent  Order 

Alpar  Resources,  Ina  (Alpar)  is  a  firm 
engaged  in  the  production  of  crude  oil 
and  was  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts  210,  211, 
and  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil  actions 
which  could  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  as  a  result  of  its  audit  of 
Alpar  the  Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA, 
and  Alpar  entered  into  a  Consent  Order, 
the  significant  terms  df  which  are  as 
follows: 

1.  During  the  period  September  1, 1973 
through  January  27, 1981,  Alpar 
allegedly  sold  crude  oil  above  the 
allowable  prices  specified  at  10  CFR 
Part  212,  subpart  D. 

2.  Alpar  and  the  DOE  have  agreed  to  a 
settlement  of  $313,000.  This  amount  will 
be  refunded  by  Alpar  within  30  days  of 
the  effective  date  of  the  Consent  Order. 
The  negotiated  settlement  was 
determined  to  be  in  the  public  interest 
as  well  as  the  best  interest  of  the  DOE 
and  Alpar. 

3.  This  consent  Order  constitutes 
neither  an  admission  by  Alpar  that  ERA 
regulations  have  been  violated  nor  a 
finding  by  the  ERA  that  Alpar  has 
violated  ERA  regulations. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199], 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

n.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Alpar  agrees  to 
refund  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1.1.  above,  the 
sum  of  $313,000  in  the  manner  specified 
in  1.2  above.  Refunded  overcharges  will 
be  in  the  form  of  certified  checks  made 


payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrate 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  The  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  accordance  with 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 
Accordingly,  distribution  of  such 
refunded  overcharges  requires  that  only 
those  "persons"  (as  defined  at  10  CFR 
205.2)  v^o  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a 
result  of  the  transactions  described  in 
the  Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry's  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

m.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  being 
required.  Written  notification  of  the 
ERA  at  this  time  is  requested  primarily 
for  the  purpose  of  identifying  valid 
potential  claims  to  the  refund  amount. 
After  potential  claims  are  identified, 
procedures  for  the  making  of  proof  of 
claims  may  be  established.  FaUure  by  a 
person  to  provide  written  notification  of 
a  potential  claim  within  the  comment 
period  for  this  Notice  may  result  in  the 
DOE  irrevocably  disbursing  the  funds  to 
other  claimants  or  to  the  general  public 
interest 

B.  Other  Comments:  the  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conffitions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  the  Consent  Order.  You  should  send 
your  comments  or  written  notification  of 
a  claim  to  Wayne  I.  Tucker,  Southwest 
District  Manager,  Economic  Regiilatory 
Administration.  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  ffie  same  address  or 
by  calli^  214/767-7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 


documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation  “Comments  on  the  Alpar 
Resources.  Inc.  Consent  Order.”  We  will 
consider  all  comments  we  received  by 
4:30  p.m.,  local  time,  October  26, 1981. 
You  should  identify  any  information  or 
data  which,  in  your  opinion,  is 
confidential  and  submit  it  in  accordance 
with  the  porcedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  11th  day  of 
September,  1981. 

Wayne  L  Tucker, 

Southwest  District  Manager,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  ei-278Zl  Filed  9-24-Sl;  8:45  amj 
BtUJNG  CODE  6450-01-H 


[ERA  Docket  No.  81-CERT>-017] 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co.; 
Recertification  of  Eligible  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  To  Displace  Fuel  Oil 

On  July  21, 1961,  Arizona  Public 
Service  Company  (Arizona  Public),  P.O. 
Box  21666,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85036,  filed 
an  application  with  the  Administrator  of 
the  ^onomic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  for 
recer^cation  of  an  eligible  use  of 
10,832,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  year 
for  the  Ocotillo  Plant  in  Tempe,  Arizona; 
1,671,000  Mcf  per  year  for  the  West 
Phoenix  Plant  in  Phoenix,  Arizona: 
5,470,000  Mcf  per  year  for  the  Saguaro 
Plant  in  Red  Rock,  Arizona:  and 
2,808,000  Mcf  per  year  for  the  Yuma 
Plant  in  Yuma,  Arizona.  These  volumes 
are  estimated  to  displace  die  use  of  the 
following  quantities  of  fuel  oil  per  year: 


Na6 
(0.9  pot 
tuN^ 

No.  2 
(0.5  pet 
sulfur) 

...  1,635,500 

250,000 

251.400 

243,800 

53,200 

...  715,800 

Yuma  Plant _ 

„  348.300 

147,800 

The  eligible  sellers  of  the  natural  gas 
are  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation  and 
Gas  Company  of  New  Meidco.  The  gas 
will  be  transported  on  interstate 
pipeline  by  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company.  Notice  of  that  application 
was  published  in  the  Fedei^  Register 
(46  FR  45013,  September  9, 1981)  and  an  . 
opportunity  for  public  comment  was 
provided  for  a  period  of  ten  (10) 
calendar  days  fitim  the  date  of 
publication.  No  comments  were 
received. 

On  July  31, 1981,  Arizona  Public 
received  a  certification  (ERA  Docket  No. 
80-CERT-021)  of  an  eligible  use  of 
natural  gas  at  the  Ocotillo,  West 
Phoenix,  Saguaro,  and  Yuma  iMants,  for 
a  period  of  one  year.  That  certificate 
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expired  on  August  1, 1981.  Due  to  the 
late  filing  on  Judy  21, 1961,  continuity  of 
certifications  was  not  possible.  Arizona 
Public  stated  no  natural  gas  was  being 
used  to  displace  fuel  oil  at  the  close  of 
the  earlier  certification  period  and  that 
no  loss  of  oil  displacement  would  occur 
as  a  result  of  delay  in  issuing  this 
recertification. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed 
Arizona  Public’s  application  for 
recertification  in  accordance  with  10 
CFR  Part  595  and  the  policy 
considerations  expressed  in  the  Final 
Rulemaking  Regaling  Procedures  for 
Certification  of  the  Use  of  Natural  Gas 
To  Displace  Fuel  Oil  (44  FR  47920, 
August  16, 1979).  The  ERA  has 
determined  that  Arizona  Public’s 
application  satisfies  the  criteria 
enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and, 
therefore,  has  granted  the  recertification 
and  transmitted  that  recertification  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  More  detailed  information 
including  a  copy  of  the  application, 
transmittal  letter,  and  the  actual 
recertification  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Division  of  Natural 
Gas  Docket  Room,  Room  7108,  RG-13, 
2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  firom  8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  Federal 
holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  September  21, 
1981. 

F,  Scott  Bush, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Program 
Operations,  Economic  PLeguIatory 
A  dministration. 

(FR  Ooc.  0-27914  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  645<M)1-M 


Marshall  Pipe  &  Supply  Co.;  Action 
Taken  on  Consent  Order 

AOENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 
action:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  consent 
order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatpry 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  accoimt 
established  pursuant  to  die  Consent 
Order. 

EFFECnvi  date:  August  26, 1981. 
COMMENTS  by:  October  2!k  1981. 
ADDRESS:  Send  commmits  to:  Wayne  L 
'Tucker,  Southwest  District  Manager, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  of  EnergyrP.O.  Box  35228, 


Dallas,  Texas  75235,  Phone:  214/767- 
7745. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 

Wayne  I.  Tucker,  Southwest  District 
Manager,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235, 
phone:  214/767-7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  26, 1981  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  MarshalTPipe  & 
Supply  Company  of  Dallas,  Texas. 

Under  10  CFR  205.199j(b)  a  Consent 
Order  which  involves  a  sum  of  $500,000 
or  less  in  the  aggregate  excluding 
penalties  and  interest,  becomes  effective 
upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Marshall  Pipe  & 
Simply  Company  wish  to  expeditiously 
resolve  this  matter  as  agreed  and  to 
avoid  delay  in  the  payment  of  refunds, 
the  DOE  has  determined  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  make  the  Consent 
Order  with  Marshall  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  its  execution  by  the  DOE  and 
Marshall. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Marshall  Pipe  &  Supply  Company 
(Marshall)  is  a  firm  engaged  in  the 
production  of  crude  oil  and  was  subject 
to  the  mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts 
210,  211,  and  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  Marshall  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  and  Marshall 
entered  into  a  Consent  Order,  the 
significant  terms  of  which  are  as 
follows: 

1.  During  the  period  September  1, 1973 
through  October  31, 1980,  Marshall 
allegedly  sold  crude  oil  above  the 
allowable  prices  specified  at  10  CFR 
Part  212,  Subpart  D. 

2.  Marshall  and  the  DOE  have  agreed 
to  a  settlement  of  $52,000.  This  amount 
will  be  refunded  by  Marshall  within  31 
days  of  the  effective  date  of  the  Consent 
Order.  The  negotiated  settlement  was 
determined  to  be  in  the  public  interest 
as  well  as  die  best  interest  of  the  DOE 
and  Marshall. 

3.  This  Consent  Order  constitutes 
neither  an  admission  by  Marshall  that 
ERA  regulations  have  been  violated  nor 
a  findh^  by  the  ERA  that  Marshall  has 
violated  E)^  regulations. 

4  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199), 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

IL  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Marshall 
agrees  to  refund  in  full  settlement  of  any 


civil  liability  with  respect  to  actions 
which  might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1.1.  above,  the 
sum  of  $52,000  in  the  manner  specified 
in  1.2.  above.  Refunded  overcharges  will 
be  in  the  form  of  certified  checks  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  The  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  cmcount  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

'The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  accordance  with 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 
Accordingly,  distribution  of  such 
refunded  overcharges  requires  that  only 
those  “persons"  (as  defined  at  10  CFR 
205.2)  who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a 
result  of  the  transactions  described  in 
the  Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  ffiat  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  sudi  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  tiie  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  being 
required.  Written  notification  of  the 
ERA  at  this  time  is  requested  primarily 
for  the  purpose  of  identifying  valid 
potential  claims  to  the  refund  anmunL 
After  potential  claims  are  identified, 
procedures  for  the  making  of  proof  of 
claiau  may  be  established.  Failure  by  a 
person  to  provide  written  notification  of 
a  potential  claim  within  the  comment 
period  for  this  Notice  may  result  in  the 
DOE  irrevocably  disbursing  the  funds  to 
other  claimants  or  to  the  general  publie 
interest 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persona  to  comment  on  the 
term%  conditions,  or  procadural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Orda.  You  should  send 
ymis  comments  cnr  written  notification  of 
a  claim  to  Wa3me  I.  Tucker,  Soutiiwest 
District  Manager,  Economic  Regulatory 
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Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
P.O.  Box  35228,  DaUas,  Texas  75235.  You 
may  (^tain  a  tree  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  ^e  same  address  or 
by  calling  214/767-7745. 

You  should  identify  yonr  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  mvelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation  “Comments  on  die  Marshall 
Pipe  &  Sui^y  Company  Consent 
Order”.  We  will  consider  all  comments 
we  received  by  4:30  p.m..  local  time. 
October  16, 1981.  You  should  identify 
any  infonnation  or  data  which,  in  your 
opinion,  is  confidential  and  submit  it  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  10 
CFR  205it(f). 

Issued  in  DaDas,  Texas  on  the  11th  day  of 
September,  1981. 

Wayne  L  Tucker. 

Southwest  District  Manager,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 
in  Doc.  at-27SZ2  Filed  S-24-81: 8:45  an] 

BUIINO  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Project  No.  526S-000] 

Alton  Hydro  Associates;  Notice  of 
Appllcadon  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Alton  Hydro 
Associates  (^plicant)  filed  on  August 
20, 1981,  an  allocation  for  preliminary 
permit  [pumuuit  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C  791(a)-82S(r)]  for  Project 
No.  5285  to  be  known  as  the 
Meiryineeting  I¥o]ect  located  mi  the 
Merrymeeting  Rhrer  in  the  Town  of 
Alton  in  Bell^p  County,  New 
Hampshire.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Alton  Hydro  Assixnates,  c/o  East 
Coast  Engineering,  Box  25.  Barrington, 
New  Hampriiire  03825. 

Project  Description — ^The  pn^sed 
run-of-the-river  project  would  consist  of 
existing  fodlities  ir^uding:  (1)  Alton 
Power  Dam,  a  con^iosite  concrete 
gravity  and  earth-embankment  dam 
with  an  overall  length  of  190  feet  and  a 
height  of  16  feet,  a^  contahiing  twelve 
stoplog-controUed  bays  along  its  82-foot 
long  concrete  spillway;  (2}  a  reservoir 
with  a  surface  area  of  abmt  180  acres 
and  sUvage  capacity  of  4,670  acre-feet 
at  spillway  crest  elevation  523.3  feet 
m.s.L:  (3)  an  intake  structure  at  the  r^t 
(east)  abutment  of  the  dam:  (4)  a 
powerhouse  and  short  discharge 
channel.  The  dam  is  owned  by  the  New 
Hampshire  Ffeh  and  Game  Department. 
New  project  works  would  include  a  new 


penstock  250  feet  long,  a  new  57-kW 
turbine-generahv.  electrical  facilities, 
and  other  appurtenances.  Applicant 
estimates  annual  generation  of  300,000 
kWh.  Project  energy  would  be  sold  to 
the  Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hamiwhire. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  autiiorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  preliminary 
permit  for  a  period  of  24  months  during 
which  time  Applicant  would  investigate 
project  design  alternatives,  financial 
feasibility,  environmental  effects  of 
project  construction  and  operation,  and 
project  power  potentiaL  Depending  upon 
the  outcome  of  the  studies,  the 
Applicant  would  decide  whether  to 
proceed  with  an  application  for  FERC 
license.  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
cost  of  the  studies  under  permit  would 
be  $15.00a 

Competing  Applications— Pinyone 
desiring  to  ^e  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 

before  November  27, 1981,  either  the _ 

competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  4.33  [b]  and  (c) 

[1980)]  to  file  a  competi^  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  tine  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  tiie  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  foe  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  foe 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  19  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  foe  appropriate  action  to 
take,  foe  Commission  will  consider  ali 
protests  or  ofoer  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  foe  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  most 
be  received  on  or  before  November  27, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  foe  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”. 
“PROTEST*,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Projeot  Nunfoer  of  titis  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  docummits  must  be 
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filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  iHumb. 
Secretary.  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washir^on.  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch. 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing. 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  206  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Phimb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  B1-Z7K8  Piled  *-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BiujNO  CODE  64se-es-« 


[DDCket  No.  CP81-481-0001 

Carbonic  Intrastate  Pipeline  Company, 
Inc.;  Notice  of  Application 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  foat  on  Angnst  24, 1961,* 
Carbonic  Intrastate  Pipeline  Company, 
Inc.  (Applicant).  135  South  La  Salle 
Street  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP81-481-000  an  apidication 
pursuant  to  Section  1(c)  of  foe  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  an  exemption  from  foe 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Regulations  irf  the  Commission 
pertaining  thereto,  all  as  more  frilly  set 
forfo  in  foe  apidication  udiich  is  on  file 
with  the  CoBuaitskai  and  opoi  to  pifolic 
inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  Applicant  operates  in 
Looisiana  a  system  wfakh  is 
interconnect^  to  United  Gas  Pipeline 
Company’s  (Ifriited)  intostate  natural 
gas  fodlities  in  Ascension  Parish, 
Louisiana.  Applicant  asserts  foat  this  is 
foe  only  point  at  which  its  system 
interconnects  with  an  interstate  pipeline 
system  and  tiiat  it  does  not  presoitly 
connect  wifo  any  other  intrastate 
pipeline  in  Louisiana.  Applicant  also 
contends  that  all  of  tite  natural  gas  it 
receives  from  United  is  consumed 
within  the  state  ct  Louisiana. 
Furfoomore,  Applicant  aifoiiuts  that  foe 
Louisiana  PnbUc  Service  Commission 
exercises  jurisdiction  over  foe  natural 
gas  rates,  service  and  facilities  of 
Applicant  Iherefors,  Applicant 
maintains  foat  it  folly  satisfies  the 
requiremects  of  Section  1(c)  of  tiie 
Natural  Gas  Act 


'Theap|4iartiM**Miadtial|rleaderad  forfiHng 
on  Auguit  24,  ISBfc  howevec.  (ha  fea  raqiSred  by 
Section  159J  of  iha  RefulnUoaa  tiader  lb*  Natnl 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  ISaiJ  was  not  paid  until  Auguat 
27, 1981:  thus,  filing  was  no*  coiapleted  until  ^ 
latter  date. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  ~ 

[FR  Doc.  81-27933  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUN6  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-502-000] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  4, 1981, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma  73125,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP81-502-000  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of 
facilities  in  the  McLouth  Storage  Field, 
Jefferson  County,  Kansas,  to  recover 
natural  gas  released  from  the  reservoir 
due  to  deep  drilling,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

It  is  asserted  that  Petro-Technology, 
Inc.  (Petro-Tech)  has  obtained  leases  to 
drill  to  depths  below  Applicant’s 
existing  McLouth  Storage  Field  and  has 
drilled  three  wells  to  the  Mississippi 
Formation.  It  appears  that  gas  from  the 
McLouth  Storage  Field  has  permeated 
this  lower  horizon  and  is  being 
withdrawn  in  coimection  with  oil 
production  fi'om  these  wells.  Applicant 
states.  Petro-Tech,  it  is  explained, 
acknowledges  that  this  is  Applicant's 
gas  and  has  agreed  to  deliver  such  gas 
back  to  Applicant  at  no  charge;  but  in 
order  for  Applicant  to  accept  delivery  of 
the  gas  and  reinject  it  into  Ae  storage 
field  it  must  be  compressed. 

Therefore,  Applicant  proposes  to 
construct  and  operate  the  McLouth 
Booster  Station  consisting  of  one  360 


horsepower  rental  compressor  unit  and 
appurtenant  facilities,  approximately 
0.21  mile  of  6-inch  pipeline  and 
measuring  and  appurtenant  facilities. 

Applicant  states  that  the  estimated 
cost  of  such  facilities  is  $61,550,  which 
would  be  financed  fi'om  treasury  cash. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  be  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27935  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

WLUNQ  CODE  6460-8S-M 


[Project  No.  2792-001] 

City  of  Delta,  Colo.;  Notice  of 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  City  of  Delta, 
Colorado  (Applicant)  filed  on  August  27, 
1981,  an  appUcation  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project 


No.  2792  to  be  known  as  the  Smith  Fork 
Project  located  on  the  Gunnison  River, 
near  the  City  of  Delta  in  Delta  and 
Montrose  Counties,  Colorado  on  lands 
administered  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (T50,  5lN,  15S,  R93,  94,  8, 
9W).  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
James  V.  Williamson,  R.W.  Beck  and 
Associates,  200  Tower  Building,  7th 
Avenue  at  Olive  Way,  Seattle, 
Washington  98101. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  275-foot 
high,  480-foot  long  concrete-arch  dam; 

(2)  a  605  acre  reservoir  with  a  total 
usable  storage  capacity  of  20,000  acre- 
feet  at  a  normal  water  siuface  elevation 
of  5,425  feet  M.S.L;  (3)  a  powerhouse 
located  at  the  downstream  toe  of  the 
dam  containing  turbine-generators  with 
a  total  rated  capacity  of  80  MW;  (4)  a  6- 
mile  long,  115-kV  transmission  line;  and 
(5)  appurtenant  facilities.  The  project 
would  produce  up  to  175,000,000  kWh 
annually.  Energy  produced  at  the  project 
would  be  utilized  by  the  Applicant  and/ 
or  sold  ^0  Colorado-Ute  Electric 
Association. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — h  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
work  proposed  under  the  preliminary 
permit  would  include  economic  analysis, 
preparation  of  preliminary  engineering 
plans,  and  a  study  of  environmental 
impacts.  Geotechnical  studies  which 
would  include  core  drilling  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  axis  of  the  proposed  dam 
would  be  conducted.  Disturbed  areas 
would  be  restored  upon  completion  of 
such  studies.  Based  on  results  of  these 
studies.  Applicant  would  decide 
whether  to  proceed  with  more  detailed 
studies  and  the  preparation  of  an 
application  for  license  to  construct  and 
operate  the  project.  The  Applicant  has 
estimated  that  the  cost  of  studies  imder 
the  prelimianry  permit  would  be 
$700,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  30, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  (See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980))  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
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obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  ccxnments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  30, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  ’’COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCA'nON", 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  diis  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  doctiments  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Keimeth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27934  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-6S-M 

[Project  No.  5207-000] 

City  Of  Qlllette,  Wyo.;  Notice  of  ' 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  City  of  Gillette, 


Wyoming  (Applicant)  filed  cm  August  10, 
1961,  an  aj^iUcation  for  preliminary  ' 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S£.  791(a)-82S(r)]  for  Project 
No.  5207  known  as  the  Buffalo  Bill  Dam 
Power  Project  near  Cody,  Wyoming, 
located  on  die  Shoshone  River  in  Park 
County,  Wyoming.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  hfichael  B.  Enzi, 
Mayor  of  Gillette,  P.O.  Box  3003, 

Gillette,  Wyoming  82716. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  u^ize  an  existing  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  dam  and  reservoir. 
Project  No.  5207  would  consist  of:  (1) 
renovation  of  an  existing  powerhouse; 

(2)  enlarging  the  existing  access  and 
power  timnel  to  the  powerhouse;  (3)  use 
of  existing  switchyard  equipment  near 
the  powerhmise;  (4)  a  proposed 
penstodc  to  be  install^  through  the 
dam;  and  (5)  appurtenant  facilities. 
Applicant  estimates  the  capacity  of  the 
proposed  project  to  be  31  MW  and  the 
annual  energy  output  to  be  74  GWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  has  requested  a  36  month 
permit  to  prepare  a  definitive  project 
report,  induding  preliminary  design  and 
economic  feasibility  studies,  and  soil 
and  foundation  data.  The  cost  of  the 
aforementioned  activities  along  with 
obtaining  agreements  with  other 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agendas  is 
estimated  by  the  Applicant  to  be 

$ioaooo. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  sitomit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  27, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  [1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 


comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fix)m  the 
Aj^hoant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  toe  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments.  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procednre,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  27, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  toe  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NO’nCE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
"COMPETING  APPUCATION”. 
"PROTEST’,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
toe  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  toe  Commission’* 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary.  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commissimi,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief.  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydrojmwer  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  toe  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Aj^licant  specified  in  toe  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-279S8  Filed  9-24-81;  8:46  am| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the . 
extent  such  material  is  conHclential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission's  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203  ‘ 

and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  October  13, 

1981. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule] 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompietion  tight  formatioa 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27967  Filed  9-24-81;  8;4S  uil 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D"  . 
before  the  section  code.  Es  Jmated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  beford  the 
Control  (]D)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 


extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may.  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  October  13, 
1981. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 


102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Pecompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA'  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Corrections  to  Previous  Notices/Revisions  to  Prior  Determinations 


Applicant 


Original 

FfRC 

Volume 

Na 


Date 

published 


Federal 

Register 


R:  Revision  or  redelerminalion  by  Jursidfctional 
Agency.  C:  Correction  to  prior  Feoerm.  Register 


80-12152  NM. 
80-37951 


Petroloum  Corp.  of  Tx.. 
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Union  Driling  Inc _ _  ....  . 

TX..—.. . 
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me 

OK... . 

me 

Union  Oil  Co . — . 

OK _ 

OK _  . 

me 

OK  . 

OK . 

MU  . 

Philips  Petroleum  Co . .  . - . 

TX . 

TX . 

HMft  na  Oft  . 

TX . 

TX . 

TX  . 

TK 

TX . 

Pennowa  01  &  Gas  Co.  and  L  L  Wrier  Jr-..- 

LA . 

CNG  Producing  Co . — 

TX . 

LA 

LA . 

Lock  Arbor  Prod.  Co . 

MU 

ApoUoOiiOO  T. . 

1 A  . 

Peter  W.  Herbst _  «.  _ _ _ 

LA_ . 

LA . 

Peter  W.  Herbst . — _ _ — 

tA_ . 

1  A 

LA . 

Calpetco  V . - . 

LA . 

Calpetco  V . . . 

TN . 

TN . 

Continental  Energy _ _ ..- . 

TX . 

NM . 

Yales  Petroleum  Co  — . —  ..- . . 

Hanley  #2  JM  (FruWand) . 

WiMam  F.  Osbum  #2-1488-UC. 
Lash  Unit  No.  I-Crormvell 


Chailile  #1-20.. 
Walter  Mils  #4-4~. 
Little-Tnist  #1-5.. 
Hoffman  #3-2  _ 
Boggess  #1-29- 
Ramey-Wlson  Na  1.. 


Cook  #1-20 . 

Hunt  #32-3 _ 

E  Vac  GB/SA  TR2648  #001 -  455 

Andy  Shavrver  #1 . . 

Vanderstucken  "72”  #5 


Isbel  #1-A  (78786). — 

T.  J.  Studer  #1 . . 

Ware  (00111)  No.  4.. 
A-403  (form,  A-402  AI4-: 
Corzine  Gas  UnN  #1 . — 


Smith  Et  At  #20 . . 

Alice  Bolack  #11 _ 

Fee  80  #2 . . 

Fee  80-6. - - 

Foe  80-3 _ 

Fee  80  #8 - 

Spyker  80-33.. 


Griffith/Smih  #1. 


Ross  IZ  Com  #1 . 


143 

2-06-80 

222 

7-02-80 

222 

7-02-80 

225 

7-14-80 

309 

11-06-80 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

5-01-81 

412 

54)1-81 

437 

6-11-81 

455 

7-02-81 

461 

7-10-81 

462 

7-10-81 

460 

7-16-81 

468 

7-16-81 

472 

7-30-81 

472 

7-30-81 

472 

7-30-81 

474 

7-24-81 
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8-07-81 
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7-31-81 
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8-14-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

488 

8-19-81 

494 

8-27-81 

503 

C:  Wei  name. 

R:  102-3  approved 
C:  102  and  103  approved 
C:  Wei  name. 

C:  102-4  and  103  approved 
C:  102  and  103  approved 
C:  102  and  103  toiproved 
C:  102  and  103  approved 
C:  102  and  103  approved 
C:  102  and  103  approved 
C  102  and  103  8«ipiovad 
C:  102  and  103  approved. 

C:  102  and  103  approved 
a.  102-2  and  103  approved 
C  Wei  name. 

C;  Wei  name 

C:  103  and  107-TF  approved 
C:  102-4.  103  S  107-TF  to>pr. 
C:  103  approved  not  102-4. 

C:  Wei  name. 

C:  Wei  name. 

C:  Wei  name. 

C:  Wei  name. 

C:  102-4  approved  not  103. 

C:  102-4  and  103  approved 
C:  103  and  106  approved 
C:  Wei  name. 

C:  103  and  106  approved 
C:  103  and  106  approved 
C:  103  and  108  approved 
C:  103  and  108  approved. 

C:  103  aiKl  108  approved 
C:  103  and  100  approved 
C:  103  and  106  approved 
C:  Wei  name. 

C.  Wei  name. 

C:  102-2,  102-<'  arid  103  appr. 
.  C:  103  approved  not  lOT-TF. 


(FR  Doc.  81-27972  Filed  9-24-81:  8.45  am| 
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[Prolect  No.  5205-000] 

General  Energy  Development 
Associates;  Notice  of  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  General  Energy 
Development  Associates  (Applicant) 
failed  on  August  11, 1981,  an  application 
for  preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  S§  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  Project  No.  5205  to  be  known 
as  the  Upper  Deschutes  Hydro 
Development  located  on  Deschutes 
River  in  Deschutes  County,  Oregon.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to;  Mr. 

Carl  Rounds,  President,  General  Energy 
Development  Associates,  1881  West 
Washington  Avenue,  Stayton,  Oregon 
97383. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
Upper  Deschutes  Hydro  Development 
project  would  consist  of  four  seperate 
diversions  and  powerhouses. 

1.  The  Lava  Diversion  site  would 
consist  of:  (1)  a  8-foot  high  diversion 
structure;  (2)  a  13-foot  diameter,  1,600- 
foot  long  tunnel;  (3)  a  steel  singe  tank; 

(4)  a  12-foot  diameter  620-foot  long 
penstock;  (5)  a  powerhouse  to  contain 
two  generating  units  with  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  16,600  kW;  and  (6)  a 
transmission  line  extending  from  the 
powerhouse  to  an  existing  line.  The 
estimated  average  annual  energy  output 
is  86.7  million  kV\^. 

n.  Ryan  Meadow  Diversion  would 
consist  of:  (1)  a  8-foot  high  diversion 
structure;  (2)  a  13-foot  diameter,  1,400- 
foot  long  tunnel;  (3)  a  steel  surge  tank; 

(4)  a  12-foot  diameter,  300-foot  long  steel 
penstock;  (5)  a  powerhouse  to  contain 
two  generating  units  with  a  combined 
rated  capacity  of  8,000  kW;  and  (6)  a 
transmission  line  extending  from  Ae 
powerhouse  to  an  existing  line.  The 
estimated  average  etnnual  energy  output 
is  41.8  million  kWh. 

ni.  Aspen  Diversion  would  consist  of: 
(1)  a  8-foot  high  diversion  structure;  (2)  a 
900-foot  long  trapezoidal  canal;  (3)  a  12- 
foot  diameter,  200-foot  long  steel 
penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse  to  contain 
two  generating  units  with  a  combined 
rated  capacity  of  30,000  kW;  and  (5)  a 
transmission  line  extending  west  of  the 
powerhouse  to  an  existing  line.  The 
estimated  average  annual  energy  output 
is  17.4  million  kWh. 

rv.  Island  Diversion  would  consist  of: 
(1)  a  8-foot  high  diversion  structure;  (2)  a 
2,400-foot  long  trapezoidal  channel;  (3)  a 


12-foot  diameter,  1,600-foot  long  steel 
penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse  to  contain 
two  generating  units  with  a  combined 
rated  capacity  of  11,000  kW;  (5)  a 
transmission  line  extending  from  the 
powerhouse  to  an  existing  line.  The 
estimated  average  annual  energy  output 
is  59.3  million  kV\^. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
engineering,  environmental  and 
economic  feasibility  studies,  and 
prepare  an  application  for  an  FERC 
license.  No  new  roads  would  be 
required  to  conduct  these  studies.  The 
estimated  cost  of  conducting  these 
studies  and  preparing  an  application  for 
an  FERC  license  is  $1,366,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  27, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
'4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  S  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  firom  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  &e  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comm.ents,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  S  1.8  or  §1.10 
(1980).  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  only  those  who  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  27, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”. 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 


Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to;  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27960  Filed  0-24-81;  8:45  am] 

NLUNQ  CODE  e450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4640-000] 

Hydroelectric  Constructors,  Inc.; 

Notice  of  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydroelectric 
Constructors,  Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on 
May  11, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r]]  for  Project  No.  4640  to  be  known 
as  the  Terrace  Project  located  on 
Terrace  Reservoir,  Alamosa  River  in 
Conejos  County,  Colorado.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 

Glen  G.  Dorman,  President, 

Hydroelectric  Constructors,  Inc.,  5353 
West  Deirtmouth  Avenue,  Box  6.  Denver, 
Colorado  80227. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project,  located  at  lands  administered 
by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
would  consist  of;  (1)  a  165-foot  high,  531- 
foot  long,  zoned,  hydraulic-fill  dam 
owned  by  the  Terrace  Irrigation 
Company:  (2)  Terrace  Reservoir  with  an 
active  storage  capacity  of  17,400  acre- 
feet;  (3)  an  existing  950-foot-long  tunnel 
and  penstock;  (4)  a  new  powerhouse, 
connected  to  the  existing  tunnel  outlet 
by  a  short  section  of  penstock,  with  a 
single  turbine-generator  with  a  rated 
capacity  of  1.66  MW;  (5)  a  20-mile  long 
22  or  69  kV  transmission  line;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  project  would 
produce  up  to  3,700,000  kWh  annually. 
Potential  purchasers  of  the  output  of  the 
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project  would  include  Public  Service 
Company  of  Colorado  or  the  San  Luis 
Valley  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
work  proposed  under  the  preliminary 
permit  would  include  economic  analysis, 
preparation  of  preliminary  engineering 
plans,  and  a  study  of  environmental 
impacts.  Based  on  results  of  these 
studies.  Applicant  would  decide 
whether  to  proceed  with  more  detailed 
studies  and  the  preparation  of  an 
application  for  license  to  construct  and 
operate  the  project.  Applicant  estimates 
that  the  cost  of  the  work  to  be 
performed  under  the  preliminary  permit 
would  be  $200,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  30, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  QFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Appliceuit.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  conunents, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  November  30, 

1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Conunission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 


Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27936  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-« 


[Project  No.  5158-000] 

Hydroelectric  Constructors,  Inc.,  and 
the  North  Poudre  irrigation  Co.;  Notice 
of  Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydroelectric 
Constructors,  Inc.  and  the  North  Poudre 
Irrigation  Company  (Applicant)  filed  on 
July  30, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §  §  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  Project  No.  5158  to  be  known 
as  the  Halligan  Dam  Power  Project 
located  on  the  North  Fork  Cache  La 
Poudre  River  in  Larimer  County, 
Colorado.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  Erected  to:  Mr. 
Glen  G.  Dorman,  5353  West  Dartmouth 
Ave.,  Box  6,  Denver,  Colorado  80227. 

Project  Description — ^The  existing 
project  facilities  owned  by  the  North 
Poudre  Irrigation  Company  consist  of: 

(1)  a  322-foot  long  and  95-foot  high 
masonry  archrtype  dam  having  a  110- 
foot  long  spillway  with  a  crest  elevation 
of  6,355  msl;  (2)  a  reservoir  having  a 
surface  area  of  261.2  acres  and  a  usable 
storage  capacity  of  640  acre-feet  at  a 
normal  pool  elevation  of  6,355  msl;  and 
(3)  two  34-inch  diameter  steel  outlet 
conduits  with  slide-gate  controls.  The 
reservoir  affects  lands  of  the  United 
States  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

The  proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  facilities  and  would  consist  of: 
(1)  a  short  penstock;  (2)  a  powerhouse 
containing  a  generating  unit  having  a 
rated  capacity  of  500-kW;  (3)  a  4,000- 
foot  long  access  road;  (4)  a  10-mile  long, 
69-kV  transmission  line;  and  (5) 
appurtenant  facilities.  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  aiuiual 
energy  output  would  be  1,300,000  kWh. 
Project  energy  would  be  sold  to  a  public 
or  private  utility. 


Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicaiii  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  three 
years,  during  which  time  it  would 
prepare  feasibility,  engineering,  and 
hydrological  studies,  conduct  field 
surveys,  prepare  environmental  reports 
and  detailed  plans,  consult  with  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies,  and  would 
prepare  an  application  for  an  FERC  . 
license.  Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of 
the  work  under  the  permit  would  be 
$100,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  November  27, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  (See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CHI  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A,  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
Avill  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  November  27, 

1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”. 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tUs  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
NE.,  Washiogton,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
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Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Conunission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27961  Filed  9-24-81;  8-.45  am] 

BtUJNQ  CODE  6450-8S4I 


[ST81-417-000] 

Louisiana  intrastate  Gas  Corp,;  Notice 
of  Appiication  of  Approvai  of  Rates 

September  16, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  17, 1981, 
Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corporation 
(Applicant],  P.O.  Box  1352,  Alexandrieu 
Louisiana  71301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
ST81-417-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Part  284  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  for  approval  of  its  rates  for 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  on 
behalf  of  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(United),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  pursuant  to  a 
transportation  agreement  with  United 
dated  June  16, 1981,  Applicant  proposes 
to  transport  gas  for  United  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  It  is  stated  that  Applicant 
would  receive  the  gas  at  a  point  of 
interconnection  between  the  facilities  of 
Applicant  and  Supenn  in  Cameron 
Parish,  Louisiana,  and  redeliver  the  gas 
to  United  at  a  point  on  United’s  20-inch 
Deep  Lake  line  in  Cameron  Parish, 
Louisiana,  at  the  Garden  City  Plant,  St. 
Mary  Parish,  Louisiana,  at  the  existing 
interconnection  between  Applicant  and 
United  near  Clarence,  Natchitoches 
Parish,  Louisiana,  at  the  Exxon  Lirette 
Plant,  Terrebonne  Parish,  Louisiana,  or 
at  any  other  point  mutually  agreed  upon 
in  writing  by  the  parties. 

Applicant  proposes  a  transportation 
rate  of  20.0  cents  per  million  Btu  and 
further  proposes  to  retain  1.0  percent  of 
the  volume  received  as  fuel,  losses  and 
unaccounted  for  gas.  Applicant  states 
that  it  would  be  reimbursed  by  United 
for  all  taxes  which  may  be  levied  upon 
and/or  paid  by  Applicant  with  respect 
to  the  transportation  service  performed. 
Applicant  asserts  that  20.0  cents  per 
million  Btu  is  a  fair  and  equitable  rate 
for  the  proposed  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  shoiild  on  or  before  October 

9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  &iergy 


Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 

1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  a  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27937  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BRUNO  CODE  8450-M-M 


[Docket  No.  ST81-415-000] 

Louisiana  Resources  Co.;  Notice  of 
Application  of  Approval  of  Rates 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  14, 1981, 
Louisiana  Resources  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  3102,  Tulsa, 
Oldahoma  74101,  filed  in  Docket  ST81- 
415-000  an  application  pursuant  to  Part 
284  of  the  Commission’s  Regtilations  for 
approvai  of  its  rates  for  the 
transportation  of  nattiral  gas  on  behalf 
of  Faustina  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Faustina),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  pursuant  to  a 
gas  transportation  and  exchange 
agreement  dated  April  15, 1981,  it 
proposes  to  transport  gas  by  exchange 
on  behalf  of  Faustina  fiom  a  point  of 
interconnection  between  the  facilities  of 
Applicant  and  Stingray  Pipeline 
Company  located  in  Cameron  Parish, 
Louisiana,  to  a  point  of  interconnection 
between  the  facilities  of  Louisiana 
Intrastate  Gas  Corporation  and  Faustina 
located  in  St.  James  Parish,  Louisiana. 
Applicant  states  that  it  would  transport 
up  to  125,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
for  Faustina. 

For  the  subject  service.  Applicant 
proposes  a  commodity  charge  of  22.25 
cents  per  million  Btu  transported  which 
Applicant  asserts  is  fair  and  equitable.  It 
is  ^rther  asserted  that  Faustina  has 
agreed  to  pay  a  monthly  facilities 
demand  charge  for  any  special  facilities 
required  for  the  proposed  service. 
Applicant  states  that  no  such  facilities 
have  yet  been  required  hence  Applicant 
does  not  seek  approval  for  any  such 
change. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 


application  should  on  or  before  October 

9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 

1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  a  proceeding. 

Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27938  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

8HJLINQ  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-504-000] 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co.; 
Notice  of  Application 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  8, 1981, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Applicant],  One  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP81-504-(X)0  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  Section  284.221  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  blanket  authorization  to 
transport  natural  gas  for  other  interstate 
pipeline  companies,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  requests  blanket 
authorization  to  transport  gas  for  other 
interstate  pipeline  companies  for 
periods  of  up  to  two  years.  It  states  that 
it  would  comply  with  §  284.221(d)  of  the 
Conunission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 

9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 

1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  wjll 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  be  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
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to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
ivithout  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certiHcate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Pliunb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doa  81-27939  Filed  9-24-81;  8;4S  am] 

BHJJNO  CODE  8450-85-M 


[Project  No.  5263-000] 

Modesto  Irrigation  District;  Notice  of 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Modesto  Irrigation 
District  (Applicant)  filed  on  August  19, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
-A.ct,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project 
No.  5253  known  as  the  Big  Creek  Power 
Project  located  on  Big  Creek  in  Trinity 
County,  California.  The  application  is  on 
Hie  with  the  Commission  and  is  .. 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  A.  Lee  Delano, 
Modesto  Irrigation  District,  1231 11th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  4060,  Modesto, 

California  95352. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  natural 
rock  and  concrete  diversion  structure; 

(2)  a  9,500-foot  long  diversion  conduit  or 
channel;  (3)  a  1,370-foot  long,  48-inch 
diameter  steel  penstock;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  containing  one  generating 
unit  with  a  rated  capacity  of  1,390  kW; 
and  (5)  a  1-mile  long,  12.5-kV 
transmission  line.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  aimual  output 
would  be  4.4  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 


preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  environmental, 
economic,  and  feasibility  studies,  and 
prepare  an  FERC  license  application.  No 
new  roads  would  be  required  to  conduct 
the  studies.  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
cost  of  the  studies  under  the  permit 
would  be  $45,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  Hied  as  a  competing 
application  to  Big  Creek  Power  Project 
No.  4101  Hied  on  February  2, 1981,  by 
Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc.  under 
18  CFR  4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the 
Hling  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
Hling  competing  applications  or  notices 
of  intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent  to  file  competing 
applications  will  be  accepted  for  Hling. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  Hied,  but 
only  those  who  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  October  23, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
"PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  Ais  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
Hied  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 


of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27940  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  64SO-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-476-0001 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  21, 1981, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP81-476-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natmal  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.7(g)  of  the  Regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(g))  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
during  the  calendar  year  1982  and 
operation  of  various  field  compression 
and  related  metering  and  appurtenant 
facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  euid  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  enable  Applicant  to  act 
with  reasonable  dispatch  in  constructing 
and  abandoning  facilities  which  would 
not  result  in  changing  Applicant’s 
system  salable  capacity  or  service  from 
that  authorized  prior  to  the  filing  of  the 
instant  appUcation. 

Applicant  requests  a  waiver  of 
§  157.7(g)  (iii)  to  permit  a  total  cost  of 
$5,000,000  with  no  single  project  to 
exceed  $1,200,000.  It  is  asserted  that 
§  157.7(g)  limits  total  cost  expenditures 
of  $3,000,000  with  no  single  project  to 
exceed  $500,000.  AppUcant  states  that 
its  request  for  an  increase  in  the  single 
and  total  cost  limitations  is  due  to 
inflation,  additional  safeguards  and 
climatic  variations  occurring  in  the  gas 
field  areas.  Such  costs,  it  is  asserted 
would  be  financed  from  funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  cmd  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
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parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  and  permission  and  approval 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  are 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  o  Aerwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27S42  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BHJJNQ  CODE.  6450-88-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-505-0001 

Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Co.;  Notice 
of  Appiication 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  8, 1981, 
Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant),  77  Beale  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94106,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP81-505-000  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  Section  284.221  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  blanket  authorization  to 
transport  natural  gas  for  other  interstate 
pipeline  companies,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  requests  blanket 
authorization  to  transport  gas  for  other 
interstate  pipeline  companies  for 
periods  of  up  to  two  years.  It  states  that 
it  would  comply  with  Section  284.221(d) 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
13, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 


Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regiilations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Conunission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  virill  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  odierwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27962  Filed  9-24-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-M-4I 


[Project  No.  5269-000] 

Scott  Paper  Co.;  Notice  of  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Scott  Paper  Company 
(Applicant)  filed  on  August  24, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project  No.  5269 
known  as  the  Jackman  Creek  Project 
located  on  Jackman  Creek  in  Skagit 
County,  Washington.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Apllicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Regina  M.  david. 
Esq.,  Scott  Paper  Company,  Scott  Plaza 
Two,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19113. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  5-foot  high 


concrete  diversion  weir;  (2)  a  4-mile  long 
pipeline;  (3)  a  surge  tank  and  penstock; 

(4)  a  powerhouse  containing  one 
generating  unit  rated  at  7,400  kW;  and 

(5)  a  2-mile  long  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  generation  would  be  37  million 
kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — A.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicunt  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  environmental, 
economic,  and  feasibility  studies,  Find 
prepare  an  FERC  license  application.  No 
new  roads  would  be  required  to  conduct 
the  studies.  The  cost  of  the  work  to  be 
performed  under  the  preliminary  permit 
is  estimated  to  be  $200,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 

before  November  30, 1981,  either  the _ 

competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 

(1980)]  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  fiile 
comments  within  Ae  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  conunents  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  30, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  or  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  HLE 
COMPETING  APPUCA’nON”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCA’nON’’, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETTnON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tlds  notice'!:  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
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copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F!  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specitied  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27043  Filed  9-24-81;  8:46  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-«5-M 


[Project  No.  5271>000] 

Scott  Paper  Co.;  Notice  of  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Scott  Paper  Company 
(Applicant)  filed  on  August  24, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a>-825(r)]  for  Project  No.  5271 
to  be  known  as  the  Canyon  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on  Canyon 
Creek,  in  Whatcom  County, 

Washington.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Regina  M.  David,  Esquire,  Scott 
Paper  Company,  Scott  Plaza  Two, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19113,  and  a 
copy  to:  Nancy ).  Skancke,  esquire, 

Ross,  Marsh  &  Foster,  730  15th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Project  description — ^The  project 
would  consist  of:  (1)  a  5-foot  hi^  by  60- 
foot  long  diversion  weir;  (2)  a  13,500-foot 
long  water  conduit;  (3)  a  surge  tank;  (4)  a 
2,500-foot  long  penstock;  (5)  a 
powerhouse  to  contain  two  Pelton-type, 
turbine-generating  units  with  a  total 
rated  capacity  of  13.4  MW;  and  (6)  a 
5,000-foot  long,  55-kV  transmission  line 
to  connect  to  an  existing  Puget  Sound 
Power  and  Light  Company  transmission 
line. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  a  3e-month  preliminary 
permit  to  study  the  feasibility  of 
constructing  and  operating  the  proposed 
project. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Canyon  Creek  Project 
No.  4312  filed  on  Mardi  10, 1981,  by 
Water  Song  Resources  under  18  CTO 


4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comment's. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  October  27, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  or  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTESTS”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  ^is  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Room  208 
RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27983  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Prolect  No.  5193-0001 

Scott  Paper  Co.;  Notice  of  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Scott  Paper  Company 
(Applicant)  filed  on  August  7, 1981,  an 


application  for  prelim'inary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project  No.  5193 
to  be  known  as  the  Racehorse  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on 
Racehorse  Creek  in  Whatcom  County, 
Washington.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Regina  M.  David,  Esq.,  Scott  Paper 
Company,  Scott  Plaza  Two, 

Philadelphia,  Pennsylv€uiia  19113  with  a 
copy  to:  Nancy  J.  Skancke,  Esquire, 

Ross,  Marsh  &  Foster,  750  15th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  5-foot  high 
by  40-f6ot  long  reinforced  concrete 
diversion  weir;  (2)  a  2.5-mile  long 
pipeline;  (3)  a  1-mile  long  penstock;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  with  an  installed  capacity 
of  5  MW;  and  (5)  a  1.5-mile  long,  55-kV 
transmission  Ihie  to  connect  to  an 
existing  Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light 
Company  transmission  line. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  a  36-month  preliminary 
permit  to  study  the  feasibility  of 
constructing  and  operating  the  project 
Applicant  states  that  the  field  stucfies, 
tests,  and  other  activities  to  be 
conducted  under  the  permit  would  not 
adversely  affect  cultural  resources  or 
endangered  species  and  would  cause 
only  minor  alterations  and  disturbance 
of  lands  and  waters.  Applicant  also 
indicates  that  any  land  altered  or 
distmbed  would  be  adequately  restored. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Racehorse  Creek 
Project  No.  4238  filed  on  February  23, 
1981,  by  Racehorse  Company  under  18 
C.F.R.  §  4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
filing  competing  applications  or  notices 
of  intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or  notces 
of  intent  to  file  competing  applications 
will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
conunents  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fi'om  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
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In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  wil)  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  October  21, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tMs  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to;  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chiefi  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Room  208 
RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  P.  Phunb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Ooc  81-27B64  Filed  »-Z4-n;  MS  am] 

BNJJNO  CODE  MSO-SS-M 


[Docket  Nos.  G-13306<000,  et  al.] 

Shell  Oil  Company,  et  al.;  Notice  of 
Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Petitions 
to  Amend  Certificates  * 

September  21, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  or  petition  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  or  to  abandon 
service  as  described  herein,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  and  amendments  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before 
October  7, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  petitions  to 
intervene  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 


'Thu  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolidation 
for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  covered  herein. 


Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  or  the  authorization  for  the 
proposed  abandonment  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Conunission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  oy 
to  be  represented  at  the  hearing.  ' 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Docket  No.  end  dale  Med 


Appllcani 

Stie*  01  Company,  One  SheH  Plaza,  P.O.  Bok  2463, 
Houaton,  Texaa  77001. 

Citiee  Satvtce  Company.  P.O.  Box  300.  Tutaa.  Okla¬ 
homa  74102. 

MoM  01  Corporadon,  Nine  Qreemway  Plaza.  Suite 
2700,  Houaton,  Texas  77046. 

Shell  on  Company.  One  Shell  Plaza.  P.O.  Box  2463, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

ARCO  01  and  Qas  Company,  Division  ol  Atlantic 
Riehtletd  Company,  P.O.  Box  2816,  OaNas,  Texas 
75221. 

Hon^  01  a  Qaa  Company.  P.O.  Box  2819,  OaNas, 
Texas  75221. 

Exxon  CotporaUon,  P.O.  Box  2160.  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

AmkioN  Oevstopment,  Inc.,  Golden  Center  One, 
2800  North  Loop  IWosL  P.O.  Box  94193,  Houston, 
Tax  77016. 

Sun  ON  Company.  P.O.  Box  26,  OaSaa,  Tshm  75221 


Purchaser  and  location 


Price  per  1,000  fl* 

Pressure 

base 

(•) 

14.66 

. . . . 

in 

m  . . . 

(•) 

/•I  .  . .  '  . . 

(’) . - . 

14.65 

14.65 

(») . - . . 

15.025 

. 

15.025 

(>•) . . . 

14.65 

G-13306-000.  F,  OoL  24. 1975' _ 

0-7009-002,  a  Sepl  9.  1961 - 

0-7642-004,  D.  Sept  8.  1961 _ 

061-1430-000.  D.  Sept  9,  1981 _ 

062-1612-000,  D.  Sept  9. 1961 _ 

065-399-000,  D.  Sept  9,  1961 _ 

066-697^003.  D.  Sepl  6.  1961 _ 

072-737-000,  D.  Aug.  24.  1961 _ 

076-52-001,  C.  Sepl  6. 1961 _ 

076-73-001.  C,  Sepl  6, 1661 _ _ 

077-516-004,  C.  Sepl  6.  1961 _ 

077-516-004,  C,  Sepl  6,  1961 _ 

061-386-001,  C.  Sepl  6,  1661 


061-402-000,  (079-496),  B,  Sepl 
6.  1961. 


Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline  Company,  Laveme 
Field,  Hugoton-Anadarko  Area.  Harper  Coun^. 
Oklahoma. 

Columbia  Qas  Transmission  Corporation,  Blackberry 
Creek  Field,  PNre  County,  Kentucky. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Panoma  CouncN 
Grove  Formation  In  the  NE4  ol  Section  31-34S- 
38W,  Stevens  County,  Kansas. 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Company,  Brown  Bassett  Field. 
TerreN  County.  Texas. 

B  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  Yucca  Butte  Field, 
TerreN  and  Pecos  Counties.  Texas. 

B  Paso  Natural  Qas  Company,  N.W.  Ozona  Field, 
Crockett  County,  Texas. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  J.  M.  Field,  Crockett 
and  Val  Verde  Counties,  Texas. 

Caprock  Pipeline  Company,  Bobbitt  Field,  Carson 
County,  Texaa 

Transwestem  PIpelirre  Company,  South  Empire  Deep 
UnH,  Eddy  County,  New  Mexioo. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  East  Cameron 
Block  336,  Offshore  LouWana. 

Columbia  Tas  Transmission  Corporation.  East  Ca¬ 
meron  Block  335,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Une  Company.  Block  273, 
East  AddWon,  High  Island  Area.  Souih  Extension, 
Offshore  Texas. 

Panhandle  Eastern  P6»e  Lina  Company,  Northwest 
Eva  Field.  Texas  Cotxity.  Oklahoma. 
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Dockel  No.  and  date  filed 

Appkcani 

Purchaser  and  location 

Prtoe  par  IJXW IL* 

Prasaura 

base 

(381-493-000,  A.  Sept  8,  1981 . 

CI81-494-000,  A,  Sept.  9.  1981 _ 

.....  Conoco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2197,  Houaton,  Texas  77001.. 

.....  McMoRan  Offstxxe  Exploration  (tompany,  P.O.  Box 
6800,  Metairie,  Louisiana  70009. 

Transcontinental  (3as  Pipe  Line  Corp.,  GaNoaton 
Area  Block  223,  Offshore  Texas. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Oirporation,  West  (Ca¬ 
meron  Blook  464,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

. . . . 

14.65 

15.026 

■  Effective  August  29,  1972,  Amoco  Production  Company  assigned  to  Applicant  acreage  previously  covered  by  Amoco’s  fPC  G.R.S.  No.  613  and  CerMcate  auHKXtzalton  In  Docket  Na 
CI73-789. 

’Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  March  9,  1957,  as  amended. 

‘Cities  Service  Company  hw  been  purchasing  gas  from  W.  E.  Burchett,  Jr.,  et  al.,  under  Gas  Purchase  Agreement  dated  December  14,  1954  tor  resale  to  Columbia  Gas  Transmisston 

Corporation.  Mr.  Burchett  has  given  notica  of  intent  to  terminate  the  sale  and  has  filed  with  the  FERC  an  application  to  abandon  on  economic  grounds  of  low  production  and  low  rates.  Otiea 

approves  the  termination. 

’By  Lease  Modification  Agreement  dated  February  9,  1981,  effective  January  1,  1981,  Mobil  released  its  tights  to  the  Panoma  Cound  Grave  Focmalton  in  the  NE4  of  Sectton  31-34S-- 
38W,  Stevens  County,  Kansas  to  the  lessors,  Henry  R.  Brecheisen,  et  aL 

’Shell  Oil  Company  is  no  longer  able  to  render  service  from  the  Kreage  involved  In  this  application  because  it  has  no  intereet  in  the  acreage. 

•Acreage  was  released  to  lessor  and  ARCO  no  longer  owns  an  interest  in  the  property. 

•Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Agreement  dated  June  30,  1975,  amended  by  Letter  Agreement  dated  June  24, 1980. 

•Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Agreement  dated  Jurre  30, 1975,  amerKled  1^  Letter  Agreement  dated  June  23,  1900. 

•i^Kcant  agrees  to  accept  a  permanent  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  covering  the  sale  conditioned  in  accordance  witi  lie  Nalural  Gas  Poioy  Aof  of  1978  and  lie 
Commission's  Regulabons  under  said  Act 

■•Applicant  ia  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  March  26, 1981,  amended  by  "Amendment  to  Gas  Purchase  Contract”  dated  July  16, 1961. 

■ '  Gas  reserves  deleted,  well  plugged,  leases  expired  and  gas  sales  conbact  cancel. 

"Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  PurchMe  and  Sales  Agreement  dated  August  10, 1981. 

"Applicant  agrees  to  accept  the  Certificate  being  applied  if  such  Certificate  authorizes  the  initial  sale  of  gas  thereunder  at  the  maximum  lawM  prtoe  at  lie  time  of  inllial  delvenes, 
provided,  however,  applicant  resenres  the  right  to  reject  same  if  It  contains  other  conditions  which  are  unacceptable,  in  appkcanf  s  judgmenL 

Filing  Code:  A— Initial  Service.  B— Abandonment  C— Aniendmem  to  add  acreage.  D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage.  E— Total  Succession.  F— Partial  Succession. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27965  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am]  ' 

BILUNG  CODE  64SO-65-M 


[Docket  No.  EF81-3041-000] 

Southeastern  Power  Administration; 
Notice  of  Fiiing 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  15, 

1981,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Conservation  and  Renewable  energy  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  by  Rate  Order 
No.  S^A-11,  confirmed  and  approved 
on  an  interim  basis,  effective  September 
30, 1981,  an  extension  of  Rate  Schedules 
KP-1~B  and  KP-2-B  and  conffrmed  and 
approved  Rate  Schedule  JHK-l-C  for 
power  from  southeastern  Power 
Administration’s  (SEPA)  Kerr-Philpott 
Projects.  Rate  Schedule  piK-1-C 
replaces  JHK-l-B.  The  approval  extends 
through  September  30, 1982. 

According  to  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
SEPA  is  in  the  process  of  developing  a 
new  written  power  marketing  policy  for 
the  Kerr-Philpott  Projects  to  be  followed 
by  negotiations  to  develop  contracts 
consistent  with  the  new  policy  to 
replace  expiring  contracts.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  states  that  a 
complete  rate  approval  presentation 
with  repayment  and  other  supporting 
documents  will  be  presented  to  FERC  in 
support  of  rates  applicable  to  the 
renegotiated  power  contracts. 

The  rate  schedules  are  submitted  for 
conBrmation  and  approval  on  a  ffnal 
basis  pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  the 
commission  by  Delegation  Order  No. 
0204-r33.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
requests  approval  for  a  period  ending 
September  30, 1982. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 


and  1.10  of  the  Conunission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  14, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  paurties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  61-27966  Filed  9-24.81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6466-65-M 


[Docket  Na  CP8t-469-000] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  19, 1981, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Applicant],  P.O.  Box  2563,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35303,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP81-469-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
two  natural  gas  receiving  stations 
known  as  its  Tantine  Field  receiving 
stations,  a  pipeline  riser  associated  with 
(me  of  the  receiving  stations,  and  minor 
appurtenant  pipeline  facilities,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  its 
Tantine  Field  receiving  stations  located 
at  or  near  the  upstream  terminus  of  its 
10-inch  Tantine  Line  in  Tantine  Field, 
Plaquemines  Parish,  Louisiana,  and  that 
portion  of  the  Tantine  Line  including  a 
pipeline  riser,  directly  related  to  those 


receiving  stations.  Applicant  states  that 
the  subject  receiving  stations  and 
pipeline  facnlities  were  installed  to 
attach  natural  gas  reserves  committed  to 
it  in  the  Tantine  Field  by  predecessors 
in  interest  to  Gulf  Oil  Corporation 
(Gulf); 

Applicant  states  that  pursuant  to 
amendments  to  its  Tantine  Field  gas 
purcdiase  contracts  with  Gulf  tm 
additional  point  of  delivery 
subsequently  was  added  to  the  gas 
pundiase  (mntracts.  Applicant  states 
that  the  Eunendments  also  deleted  one  of 
the  original  receiving  stations  as  a  point 
of  delivery  and  provided  that  the  other 
point  of  delivery  need  not  be  operated  if 
deliveries  ceased  at  that  point. 

Applicant  states  that  shorty  thereafter. 
Gulf  began  using  the  additional  point  of 
deUvery  for  all  of  the  deliveries  from  the 
Tantine  Field.  Applicant  further  states 
that  the  terms  of  a  replacement  contract 
for  the  sale  and  purchase  of  gas  reserves 
from  the  Tantine  Field  only  provides  for 
the  point  of  delivery  whicdi  was  added 
by  amendement  to  the  original  gas 
purchase  contracts.  Applicant  asserts 
that  the  proposed  abandonment, 
therefore,  would  not  affect  service  from 
Gulf  or  result  in  any  termination  of 
deliveries  by  Gulf  to  Applicant  frrom  the 
Tantine  Field.  Applicant  states  that  it 
has  abandoned  and  removed  the  subject 
facilities  for  safety  reasons  in 
conjunction  with  the  removal  of  Gulfs 
platform. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordane  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 


47282 


Federal  Regbter  /  Vol.  46,  No.  186  /  Friday.  September  25.  1981  /  Notices 


1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  ovtm  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kanneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Doc.  81-278M  Piled  9-a4-ai-  8:45  an) 

8IUJNQ  CODE  MSO-aS-H 


[Docket  No.  CP81-500-000] 

Southwest  Qas  Corp.;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  cm  September  3. 1981, 
Southwest  Gas  Corporation  (Applicant). 
P.O.  Box  15015,  Las  Vagas,  Nevada 
88114,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-500-000 
an  application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  two  high  pressure  tap 
facilities  on  its  Elko  Lateral  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  herein  to 
construct  and  operate  two  high  pressure 
taps  on  its  Elko  Lateral.  One  tap,  the 
Trease  Tap  in  Humbolt  County,  Nevada, 
would  have  annual  usage,  pet^  day  and 
average  day  usage  of  99  Mcf,  1.5  Mcf 
and  0.27  Mcf,  respectively.  Ibe  second 


tap,  the  Ladd  Tap  in  Pershing  County, 
Nevada,  would  have  annual  usage,  peak 
day  and  average  day  usage  of  99  Mcf, 

1.5  Mcf  and  0.27  Met  respectively. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  cost  of  the 
facilities  proposed  herein  would  be 
approximately  $900  for  each  tap  which 
would  be  financed  by  an  advance  made 
by  the  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.6  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  thal  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Conunission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  ' 
required,  further  notice  of  su^  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27945  Filed  ».24-61:  B:4S  am] 

BaUNQ  CODE  8460-85-M 


[Project  No.  5229-000] 

Tehama  County  Flood  Control  and 
Water  Coneervation  DIetrict;  Notice  of 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Tehama  Coimty 
Flood  Control  and  Water  Conservation 


District  (Applicant)  filed  on  August  14, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project 
No.  5229  known  as  the  Sulphur  Creek 
Project  located  on  Sulphur  Creek  in 
Tehama  County,  California.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to: 
Lawrence  A.  Coleman,  Director  of 
Water  Resources,  Tehama  County  Flood 
Control  and  Water  Conservation 
District,  Route  1,  Box  4,  Gerber, 
California  96025. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  10-foot 
high  rock-and-concrete  diversion 
structure;  (2)  a  7,500-foot  long  conduit; 

(3)  an  880-foot  long  and  36-inch  diameter 
penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse  containing 
one  generating  unit  rated  at  2,950  kW; 
and  (5)  a  6-mile  long  transmission  line. 
The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
9.5  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  environmental 
economic,  and  feasibility  studies,  and 
prepare  an  FERC  license  application.  No 
new  roads  would  be  required  to  conduct 
the  studies.  The  cost  of  the  work  to  be 
performed  under  the  preliminary  permit 
is  estimated  to  be  $80,000  to  $190,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Sulphur  Creek  Project 
No,  4156  filed  on  February  9, 1981,  by 
Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc.  under 
18  CFR  4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
filing  competing  applications  or  notices 
of  intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent  to  file  competing 
applications  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  appheation. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protesl  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
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take,  the  Cosamission  will  constdeF  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  p>etition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  October  20, 
1981. 

Filing  cold  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS.” 
“PROTEST,”  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE,”  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
JME..  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch. 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27946  Filed  9-24r81;  8:45  am) 

BUJJNG  code  6450-8S-« 

[Docket  No.  CP81-482-000] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  25, 1981, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant). 
P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston.  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-482-000  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  natural 
gas  for  Amoco  Production  Company 
(Amoco)  in  southern  Louisiana,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  a  gas  transportation 
agreement  dated  October  20, 1980, 
Applicant  proposes  to  transport  up  to 
45,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  for 
Amoco.  It  is  submitted  that  Applicant 
would  receive  such  gas  from  Amoco  at 
Amoco’s  Eugene  Island  Block  322  “A” 
platform  or  other  points  as  determined 
by  the  parties  and  subsequently 
r^eliver  equivalent  quantities  at  the 
interconnection  of  Applicant’s  facilities 


with  those  of  Florida  Gas  Transmission 
Company  (FGT)  near  Carnes. 

Mississippi,  where  Amoco  would  use 
such  gas  to  assist  in  meeting  its  existing 
warranty  type  contract  obligations  with 
FGT  and/or  Florida  Power  and  Light 
Company. 

Applicant  states  that  for  such 
transportation  service  Amoco  would 
pay  Applicant  each  month  a  demand 
charge  and  a  volume  charge  of  7.87 
cents  per  Mcf  of  gas  delivered  at  the 
Yscloskey  delivery  point  and  11.11  cents 
per  Mcf  of  gas  delivered  at  the  Carnes 
delivery  point.  It  is  further  submitted 
that  the  October  20, 1980,  agreement 
also  provides  for  a  minimum  monthly 
bill.  It  is  asserted  that  Amoco  would 
also  provide  Applicant  with  volumes  of 
natural  gas  equal  to  2.16  percent  of  the 
volumes  received  at  the  points  of  receipt 
for  transportation  each  day  to 
compensate  for  Applicant’s  fuel  and  use 
requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
13, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.G  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal  ' 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  su^  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  oUierwise  advised,  it  will  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kanoeth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27907  Plied  9-24-81: 6:45  aal 
nUJNQ  CODE  S4S0-8S-M 

[Docket  Na  CP81-506-000] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  21, 1981 

Take  notice  that  on  September  10, 

1981,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company, 
a  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-506-000  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  natural 
gas  for  the  account  of  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  (Trunkline),  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  a  transportation 
agreement  dated  October  7, 1980, 
Applicant  proposes  to  transport  up  to 
10,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  for 
Trunkline  fi:t)m  a  point  of  receipt  at  the 
interconnection  of  Applicant’s  existing 
pipeline  in  East  Cameron  Area  Block  97 
and  a  pipeline  extending  fit>m  East 
Cameron -Area  Block  104,  offshore 
Louisiana,  to  an  existing  point  of 
delivery  to  Trunkline  on  the  Kinder- 
Sabine  line,  Jefferson  Davis  Parish, 
Louisiana.  Applicant  states  that  it  is 
currently  transporting  quantities  of  gas 
for  Truiddine  pursuant  tothe  provisions 
of  Sections  284.4(b)  and  (g)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

It  is  asserted  that  Trunkline  would 
pay  Applicant  a  volume  charge  each 
month  equal  to  4.37  cents  per  Mcf  with 
provision  for  a  minimum  monthly  bill.  It 
is  further  asseted  that  Trunkline  would 
also  provide  Applicant  1.2  percent  of  the 
volumes  received  for  transportation 
each  day  to  compensate  for  fuel  and  use 
requirements.  Applicant  submits  that  it 
has  the  right  but  not  the  obligation  to 
accept  volumes  in  excess  of  10,000  Mcf 
per  day. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  proposed 
service  would  provide  Truiddine  with  a 
means  of  acquiring  and  receiving  into  its 
system  an  additional  supply  of  natural 
gas  without  having  to  construct 
additional  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 
13, 1961,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission.  Washington, 
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D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  su^  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appeiir  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27968  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

aHJJNa  CODE  MS0-8S-H 


IDocket  No.  CP81-^7-000] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co,,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  and  Midwestern  Gas 
Transmission  Co,;  Notice  of 
Application 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  10, 
1981,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company, 
a  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee), 
P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
and  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Company  (Midwestern),  1100  Milam 
Building,  Houston,  Texas  77002,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP81-507-000  a  joint 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  a  transportation 
service  for  Southern  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Southern),  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 


file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  by  order  issued 
January  2, 1979,  Tennessee  and 
Midwestern  were  authorized  to 
transport  injection  volumes  of  up  to 
55,000  Mcf  per  day  and  withdrawal 
volumes  of  up  to  85,000  Mcf  per  day 
during  injection  or  withdrawal  periods 
and  up  to  an  aggregate  15,000,000  Mcf 
during  any  injection  or  withdrawal 
period  each  year  for  a  three-year  term 
ending  November  30, 1981.  It  is  asserted 
that  deliveries  were  to  Mid-Continent 
Gas  Storage  Company  (Mid-Continent) 
which  provided  a  storage  service  to 
Southern. 

It  is  further  stated  that  the  order  of 
January  2, 1979,  was  amended  on  August 
1, 1979,  authorizing  an  additional  point 
of  delivery  and  an  increase  in  the 
injection  and  withdrawal  volumes 
transported.  Tennessee  and  Southern,  it 
is  stated,  further  amended  their 
transportation  agreement  on  December 

19. 1980,  providi^  for  an  additional 
delivery  and  redelivery  point. 

Sothem,  it  is  asserted,  has  informed 
Tennessee  that  Southern  planned  to 
withdraw  all  of  its  storage  gas  firom  Mid- 
Continent’s  facilities  by  March  31, 1981, 
hence  Southern  no  longer  requires 
Tennessee’s  transportation  services. 
Tennessee  states  that  by  letter  dated 
February  3, 1981,  it  agreed  to  terminate  • 
its  limited-term  transportation 
agreement  with  Southern  effective  as  of 
April  1, 1981.  It  is  further  explained  that 
Tennessee  therefore  informed 
Midwestern  that  it  no  longer  requires 
Midwestern’s  transportation  services 
beyond  March  31, 1981.  By  letter 
agreement  dated  August  18. 1981, 
Midwestern  states  that  it  agreed  to 
terminate  its  limited-term  transportation 
agreement  with  Tennessee  effective  as 
of  April  1, 1981.  Tennessee  and 
Midwestern  therefore  propose  to 
abandon  the  subject  transportation  of 
natural  gas  for  Southern. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  October 

13. 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 


to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jimisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  ofterwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27989  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  C4S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP79-S06-002] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Notice  of  Amendment 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  2. 1981, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77251,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP79-50&-002  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.7(b)  of  the  Regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(b))  an  amendment  to  its 
petition  to  amend  the  order  issued 
Jfinuary  10, 1980,  in  the  instant  docket  so 
as  to  authorize  an  increase  in  the  total 
cost  limitation  for  the  construction  of 
gas  supply  facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  amendment  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Transco  states  that  by  order  issued 
January  10, 1980,  in  Docket  No.  CP79- 
506  it  was  authorized  to  construct  during 
an  indefinite  period  commencing 
January  1, 1980,  gas  supply  facilities 
with  total  annual  limits  of  $20,000,000 
and  with  no  single  onshore  and  offshore 
project  to  exceed  $2,500,000  and 
$3,500,000,  respectively.  It  is  further 
asserted  that  on  January  19, 1981, 
Transco  filed  to  amend  the  order  issued 
January  1. 1980,  requesting  an  increase 
in  the  total  cost  limitation  to  $40,000,000 
for  calendar  year  1981. 
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Transco  herein  proposes  to  amend  the 
petition  to  amend  filed  January  19. 1981, 
requesting  instead  that  the  Commission 
authorize  Transco  to  construct  gas 
supply  facilities  during  calendar  year 
1982  with  an  annual  cost  limitation  of 
$40,000,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  should  on  or  before  October 
9, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10]  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission's  Rules.  All  persons 
who  have  heretofore  filed  need  not  file 
again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  n-«7M7  Piled  •-24-n;  am] 

BIUJMO  CODE  S«S0  Si  M 

[Project  No.  5067-000] 

Tule  River  Incfian  Reservation;  Notice 
of  Appiication  for  Exemption  for  SroaU 
Hydroelectric  Power  Project  Under  5 
MW  Capacity 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  8, 1981,  Tule 
River  Indian  Reservation  (Applicant) 
filed  an  application  under  Section  408  of 
the  Energy  Security  Act  of  1980  (Act)  (16 
U.S.C.  §§2705  and  2708  as  amended),  for 
exemption  of  a  proposed  hydroelectric 
project  from  licensing  under  Part  I  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  Tlie  proposed  small 
hydroelectric  project  (Project  No.  5067) 
would  be  located  on  ^uth  Foric  Tule 
River  near  Porterville.  Tulare  County, 
California.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Alex  Garfield,  Chairman,  Tule  River 
Tribal  Council,  P.O.  Box  589,  Porterville, 
California  93258. 

Project  Description — ^The  project 
would  consist  of:  (1)  the  existing  25-foot 
high  Painted  Rock  Dam  owned  by  Tule 
River  Tribal  Council;  (2)  an  existing 
15,200-foot  long  steel  conduit  which  will 
serve  as  penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse 
with  total  installed  capacity  of  124  kW 
and  (4)  a  30-foot  long  transmission  line 
whidi  would  connect  the  powerhouse  to 


an  existing  California  Edison  Company 
line.  The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  production 
would  be  1.0  million  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — ^The  power 
generated  by  the  proposed  project 
would  be  sold  to  the  Southern  California 
Edison  Company. 

Agency  Comments — ^The  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  The  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  and  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  are 
requested,  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in 
Section  408  of  the  Act.  to  submit  on  or 
before  October  26. 1981,  appropriate 
terms  and  conditions  to  protect  any  fish 
and  wildlife  resources  or  to  otherwise 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Coordination  Act.  General 
comments  concerning  the  project  and  its 
resources  are  requested;  however, 
specific  terms  and  conditions  to  be 
included  as  a  condition  of  exemption 
must  be  clearly  identified  in  the  agency 
letter.  If  an  agency  does  not  file  terms 
and  conditions  within  this  time  period, 
that  agency  will  be  presumed  to  have 
none.  Other  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  are  requested  to  provide  any 
comments  they  may  have  in  accordance 
with  their  duties  and  responsibilities.  No 
other  formal  requests  for  comments  will 
be  made.  Comments  should  be  confined 
to  substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
granting  of  an  exemption.  If  an  agency 
does  not  file  comments  within  60  days 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  notice, 
it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments.  One  copy  of  an  agency’s 
comments  must  also  be  sent  to  the 
Applicant's  representatives. 

Competing  ^plication — ^Any 
qualified  license  applicant  desiring  to 
file  a  competing  application  must  submit 
to  the  Commission,  on  or  before 
November  5, 1981,  either  the  competing 
license  application  that  proposes  to 
develop  at  least  7.5  megawatts  in  that 
project,  or  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  a 
license  application.  Submission  of  a 
timely  notice  of  intent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  the  competing 
license  application  no  later  than  120 
days  firom  the  date  that  comments, 
protests,  etc.  are  due.  Applications  for 
preliminary  permit  will  not  be  accepted. 

A  notice  of  intent  must  conform  with 
the  requirements  of  18  CF JL  §  4.33  (b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  license 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CF.R.  §  4.33  (a)  and 
(d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFJt.  §  1.8  or  §  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 


take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  November  5, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings,  must  bear  in 
all  capital  letters  the  title 
“COMMENTS",  “NOTICE  OF  INTENT 
TO  FILE  COMPETING  APPUCA’nON", 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  origincd  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission's 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NF.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Dtivision  of  Hydropower  Liceruing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.Em  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plundb, 

Secretary. 

(FX  Doc.  81-27970  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLMQ  CODE  64S0-«S-« 


[Project  No.  5037-000] 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Notice  of 
Appiication  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  21, 19B1. 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  June  30. 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pmrsuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  UF.C.  §§  791(a)-825(r)l  for 
Project  No.  5037  known  as  the  Long  Park 
Project  located  on  Sheep  Creek  near  the 
Town  of  Manila  in  Daggett  County, 

Utah.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Sidney  G.  Baucom,  Vice  President  & 
General  Counsel,  1407  West  North 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84116. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  an  existing 
earthfilled  dam,  owned  by  the  Sheep 
Creek  Irrigation  Company  and  the  Utah 
Board  of  Water  Resources,  110  feet  high 
and  790  feet  long:  (2)  a  reservoir  havii^ 
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a  surface  area  of  400  acres  and  a  storage 
capacity  of  13,700  acre-feet  at  a  normal 
water  surface  elevation  of 
approximately  8,600  msl;  (3)  a  new  42- 
inch  conduit  connected  to  an  existing 
42-inch  pipe;  (4)  a  new  powerhouse 
containing  one  7.0-mW  turbine/ 
generator  unit;  (5)  a  new  12.5-mile  long, 
69-kV  transmission  line;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  average 
annual  generation  of  21  million 'kWh 
would  be  used  by  the  Applicant  to  serve 
its  service  area. 

-  Approximately  300  acres  of  the 
Ashley  National  Forest  would  be 
included  in  the  project  boundary. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  three 
years,  during  which  time  it  would 
perform  surveys  and  geological 
investigations,  determine  the  economic 
feasibility  of  the  project,  reach  final 
agreement  on  sale  of  project  power, 
secure  financing  commitments,  consult 
with  Fed'^ral,  State,  and  local 
government  agencies  concerning  the 
potential  environmental  effects  of  the 
project,  and  prepare  an  application  for 
FERC  license,  including  an 
environmental  report.  Applicant 
estimates  the  cost  of  studies  under  the 
permit  would  be  $30,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  application  for 
preliminary  permit  for  Project  No.  4856 
filed  on  June  11, 1981,  by  the  Utah  Board 
of  Water  Resources  under  18  CFR  4.33 
(1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fi-om  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 


party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  October  27, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tMs  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

pH  Doc.  81-27971  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Project  No.  5242-000] 

Anvil  Power,  Inc.;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Anvil  Power,  Inc. 
(Applicant)  filed  on  August  18, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project  No.  5242 
to  be  known  as  the  Warm  Creek  Project 
located  on  Warm  Creek  in  Whatcom 
County,  Washington.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  G.  A.  Jones,  Anvil 
Power,  Inc.,  1675  W.  Bakerview  Road, 
Bellingham,  Washington  98226. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  concrete 
diversion  weir:  (2)  a  one-mile  long 
pipeline;  (3)  a  2,500-foot  long  penstock; 

(4)  a  powerhouse  containing  one 
generating  unit  rated  at  3,200  kW;  and 

(5)  and  8-mile  long  transmission  line. 

The  average  annual  energy  production  is 
estimated  to  be  13  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  autborize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  24 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  economic, 
environmental  and  feasibility  studies. 


and  prepare  an  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  would  be 
required  to  conduct  the  studies.  The  cost 
of  the  work  to  be  performed  under  the 
preliminary  permit  is  estimated  to  be 
$150,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  Dec.  2, 1981,  either  the  competing 
application  itself  [See  18  CFR  4.33(a) 
and  (d)  (1980)]  or  a  notice  of  intent  [See 
18  CIU  4.33(b)  and  (c)  (1980)]  to  file  a 
competing  application.  Submission  of  a 
timely  notice  of  intent  allows  and 
interested  person  to  file  an  acceptable 
competing  application  no  later  than  the 
time  specified  in  section  4.33(c). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fi'om  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  die  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1960). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  December  2, 
1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, " 
NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  on  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
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of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27988  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-8S-M 

[Docket  No.  ER81-76(M)00] 

Boston  Edison  Co.;  Filing 

September  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Boston  Edison 
Company  (Boston),  on  September  9, 

1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  rate  schedule 
an  Agreement  between  Boston  and  the 
Braintree  Massachusetts  Electric  Light 
Department  (Braintree]  for  the  sale  of 
from  16  mw  to  60  mw  of  system 
capacity. 

Boston  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission's  notice  requirements  to 
allow  for  an  effective  date  of  April  25, 
1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  on 
Braintree  and  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
shodd  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9. 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27973  Filed  9-24-81;  ft4S  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  M50-85-M 

[Docket  No.  RA81-69-000] 

Chevron,  U.SA.  Inc;  Filing  of  Petition 
for  Review  Under  42  U.S.C.  7194 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc. 
on  August  18, 1981  filed  a  Petition  for 
Review  under  42  U.S.C.  7194(b]  (1977) 
Supp.)  from  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  (Secretary). 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 


Any  person  who  participated  in  the 
prior  proceedings  before  the  Secretary 
may  be  a  participant  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  without  filing  a 
petition  to  intervene.  However,  any  such 
person  wishing  to  be  a  participant  is 
requested  to  file  a  notice  of  participation 
on  or  before  Oct.  5, 1981,  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426.  Any  other 
person  who  was  denied  the  opportimity 
to  participate  in  the  prior  proceedings 
before  the  Secretary  or  who  is  aggrieved 
or  adversely  affected  by  the  contested 
order,  and  who  wishes  to  be  a 
participant  in  the  Commission 
proceeding,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  on  or  before  October  5. 1981, 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.40(e)(3)). 

A  notice  of  participation  or  petition  to 
intervene  filed  with  the  Commission 
must  also  be  served  on  the  parties  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  ^ergy  through  John 
McKenna,  Office  of  General  Counsel. 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6H-025, 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  Room 
1000,  825  North  Capitol  St..  N.E., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27974  Filed  9-24-81;  8:48  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  64SO-8S-II 

[Project  No.  5272-000] 

City  of  Seattle,  Washington; 

Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  City  of  Seattle. 
Washington  (Applicant)  filed  on  August 
24, 1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  18  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(4)]  for  Project 
No.  5272  to  be  known  as  the  Thornton 
Creek  Project  located  on  Thornton 
Creek  in  Whatcom  County,  Washington. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  City  of 
Seattle,  City  Light  Department,  City 
Light  Building,  1015  lliird  Avenue, 
Seattle.  Washington  98104. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  4-foot  high 
and  100-foot  long  diversion  dam;  (2)  a 
2,000-foot  long  pipeline;  (3)  a  2,800-foot 
long  steel  penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse 
containing  one  generating  unit  rated  at 


2.1  MW;  and  (5)  an  access  road.  The 
Applicant  estimates  the  average  annual 
energy  generation  to  be  10.4  GWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— Pi.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  30 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  environmental,  and 
feasibility  studies,  and  prepare  an  FERC 
license  application.  Ground  disturbing 
activities  would  include  instream 
studies,  test  borings,  clearing  for  surveys 
and  geologic  mapping,  cuid  possibly 
short  access  roads.  areas  would  be 
restored  and  surveyed  by  the  State 
Historic  Preservation  Officer.  The  cost 
of  the  work  to  be  performed  under  the 
preliminary  permit  is  $250,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Thornton  Creek 
Project  No.  4412  filed  on  March  24, 1981, 
by  Thornton  Lake  Resource  Company 
imder  18  CFR  4.33  (1980).  Public  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  initial  application  has 
already  been  given  and  the  due  date  for 
filing  competing  applications  or  notices 
of  intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent  to  file  competing 
applications  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  &e  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  October  20. 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
"PROTEST’,  or  "PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
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ME.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Room  208 
RB  at  the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  81-27989  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-S5-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-550-000] 

Duke  Power  Co,;  Filing 

September  17, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  September  11, 

1981,  Duke  Power  Company  (Duke) 
tendered  for  filing  a  revision  of  its  filing 
of  June  18, 1981,  in  Docket  No.  ER81- 
550-000,  which  proposed  a  change  in  the 
rate  level  of  its  electric  resale  schedules 
on  file  with  the  Commission.  Duke  has 
proposed  to  put  into  effect  for  both 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina 
retail  customers  a  portion  of  the 
suspended  rate  applications  presently 
being  considered  by  both  state 
regulatory  commissions.  For  service 
rendered  on  and  after  October  18, 1981, 
Duke  has  proposed  to  increase  its 
presently  effective  retail  rates  by  about 
9%,  subject  to  refund. 

By  the  instant  filing,  Duke  proposes  to 
place  into  efiect  for  its  wholesale 
customers  this  same  increase  (9%)  at  the 
time  mentioned  above. 

Duke's  revised  filing  consists  of  rate 
schedules  10, 11  and  Yadkin  Schedule  F 
which  will  increase  bills  of  customers  on 
those  schedules  by  about  9%.  Duke 
requests  the  Commission’s  authority  to 
put  these  schedules  into  effect  rather 
than  the  interim  or  proposed  rates 
included  in  the  June  16, 1981  filing.  The 
interim  schedules  are,  therefore, 
withdrawn.  Duke  also  requests  that  the 
proposed  rates  set  forth  in  its  Jime  16, 
1981  application  be  allowed  to  become 
effective  at  such  time  as  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission  issues  an 
order  which  includes  Unit  I  of  the 
McGuire  Nuclear  Station  in  Duke’s  rate 
base.  Duke  anticipates  that  Unit  I  will 
be  commercial  and,  therefore,  included 
in  rate  base  before  the  end  of  1981,  well 
within  the  test  period  being  used  in  the 
instant  docket. 

Duke  requests  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirements. 


A  copy  of  the  filing  has  been  served 
upon  all  parties. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
30, 1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  arc  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27990  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-754-000] 

Edison  Sault  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

September  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Edison  Sault  Electric 
Company  (Edison)  on  September  9, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  Supplemental 
Agreement  No.  6,  between  Edison  and 
Cloverland  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
(Cloverland),  dated  November  1. 1981, 
which  agreement  will  supplement  an 
existing  Contract  for  Electric  Service, 
dated  February  1, 1977,  between  the 
same  two  parties.  The  contract  between 
the  parties,  dated  February  1, 1977,  has 
been  designated  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  8  (Docket  No.  ER77-477).  The 
proposed  supplemental  agreement 
provides  for  a  change  in  the  wheeling 
rate  schedule  as  provided  in  the 
contract,  dated  February  1, 1977,  under 
subsection  (d)  wheeling  change.  Section 
5,  Rate. 

Edison  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
November  1, 1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Cloverland  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
and  the  Michigan  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9, 


1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27975  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  Nos.  CI70-63,  et  aU] 

Exxon  Corporation,  et  al.;  Applications 
for  Certificates,  Abandonnient  of 
Service  and  Petitions  to  Amend 
Certificates ' 

September  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  or  petition  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  or  to  abandon 
service  as  described  herein,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  and  amendments  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person 
desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any 
protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before 
September  25, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Conunission’s  Rules.  ^ 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 


'This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolidation 
for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  covered  herein. 
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matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the  hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 

certiHcates  or  the  authorization  for  the  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given, 
proposed  abandonment  is  required  by  Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 

the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  for,  unless  oUierwise  advised,  it  will  be 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
is  timely  hied,  or  where  the  Commission  to  be  represented  at  the  hearing, 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  Loig  q,  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 


Docket  No.  and  date  filed  Applicant  Purchaser  and  location  Price  per  1,000  ft’ 


CI70-63.  D,  July  3, 1976 .  Exxon  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Houstoa  Texas  Tnjnktrw  Qas  Company,  Block  173,  Lease  OCS-G-  (■) . 

77001.  1257,  South  Timbalier  Block  172  Field,  Offshore 

Louisiana. 

CI78-45,  0.  Mar.  20, 1981 _ _ _  Union  OH  Company  of  California,  Union  OH  Center,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Section  196,  Block  (•) . . . 

Room  904,  P.O.  Box  7600,  Los  Angeles,  Califor-  42,  H  &  TC  Ry.  Co.  Survey,  Roberts  County, 

nia  90051.  Texas. 

Filing  Code:  A— Initial  Service;  B— Abandonment;  C— Amendment  to  add  acreage;  D— Ametxfment  to  delete  acreage;  E— Total  Succession;  F— Partial  Succession. 

■  South  Timbalier  Block  173,  Lease  OCS-G-1257,  has  been  released  and  no  longer  held  by  Exxon. 

■  Union  assigned  interests  to  Baker  6  Taylor  Drilling  Company  which  has  a  small  producer  certificate  in  Docket  No.  CS7S-794. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27978  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


Act  and  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  a  hearing  will  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 


[Docket  No.  ER81>755-000] 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Rling 

September  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FPL),  on  September  10, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  Supplementary 
Agreement  entitled  “Supplementary 
Agreement  Number  One  To  Contract 
Between  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  And  Jacksonville  Electric 
Authority  For  The  Transmission  Of 
Power  And  Energy  In  The 
Implementation  Of  The  Power  Sale 
Agreement  Between  Jacksonville 
Electric  Authority  And  Alabama  Power 
Company,  Georgia  Power  Company, 

Gulf  Power  Company,  Mississippi  Power 
Company,  And  Southern  Company 
Services,  Inc.” 

FPL  states  that  under  the 
Supplementary  Agreement,  it  will 
provide  for  additional  transmission 
service  during  a  special  limited  test 
period  scheduled  to  commence 
September  1, 1981,  to  Jacksonville 
Electric  Authority  in  the  implementation 
of  its  Power  Sale  Agreement  with 
Alabama  Power  Company,  Geor^a 
Power  Company,  Gulf  Power  Company, 
Mississippi  Power  Company,  and 
Southern  Company  Services,  Inc, 

FPL  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  the  Supplementary 
Agreement  to  become  effective 
September  1, 1981.  According  to  FPL, 
copies  of  the  filing  were  served  on  the 
Managing  Director  of  the  Jacksonville 
Electric  Authority. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 


to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27977  Filed  9-24-81: 8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-731-000] 

Georgia  Power  Co.;  Filing 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Geoigia  Power 
Company  ("Georgia  Power”),  on 
September  1, 1981,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  FERC  Electric 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1  (full 
requirements  service).  Based  on  the 
twelve-month  period  ended  November 
30, 1982,  the  proposed  changes  would 
increase  revenues  for  jurisdictional  full 
requirements  service  by  $290,000.  The 
filing  contains  proposed  Rate  Schedule 
FR-4  which  would  replace  Rate 
Schedule  FR-3  (full  requirements). 
Georgia  Power  has  stated  an  effective 
date  of  November  1, 1981  for  the 
changes. 

Georgia  Power  asserts  that  its  costs 
^  have  escalated  steadily  since  the  filing 


of  its  FR-3  rates,  resulting  in  a  large 
increase  in  the  revenue  required  ^m 
wholesale  serrvice.  The  data  submitted 
with  Georgia  Power's  filing  allegedly 
demonstrate  that  FR-3  rates  do  not 
provide  a  fair  return  on  Georgia  Power's 
wholesale  service. 

Georgia  Power  states  that  copies  of 
the  filings  were  served  upon  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
Petition  to  Intervene  or  Protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  5, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  Petition  to 
Intervene.  Copies  of  this  appUcation  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-27978  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-758-000] 

Iowa  Public  Service  Co.;  Filing 

September  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  September  9, 1961, 
Iowa  Public  Service  Company  (Iowa) 
tendered  for  filing  the  Operating 
Agreement  between  Iowa  and  ^e  Board 
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of  Trustees  of  Municipal  Electric  Utility 
of  Algona,  Iowa,  dated  July  1, 1981. 

Iowa  states  that  the  Agreement 
provides  for  the  coordinated  plaiming 
and  operation  of  the  parties’  respective 
generation  and  transmission  facilities 
and  that  the  rates  charged  for  services 
rendered  thereunder  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  the  Mid-Continent 
Area  Power  Pool  Agreement  on  file  with 
the  Commission,  or  as  otherwise  agreed 
by  the  parties. 

Iowa  requests  an  effective  date  of  July 
1, 1981  and  therefore  requests  waiver  of 
the  Commission’s  notice  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  peititions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  peirty  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  pubic  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27979  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  ^1 
BHJJNQ  CODE  64S0-SS-M 

[Docket  No.  ER81-674-0001 

Kentucky  Utilities  Co,;  Rling 

September  21, 1981 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  10, 1981, 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company  [KU] 
tendered  for  filing  a  Fourth 
Supplemental  Agreement  dated  July  1, 
1981,  which  modifies  the  Interconnection 
Agreement  between  KU  and  Ohio  Power 
Company  (OP)  dated  January  17, 1950. 
The  Fourth  Supplement,  in  effect, 
changes  the  demand  rate  from  $0.45  per 
KW  per  week  to  $1.05  per  KW  per  week 
in  Service  Schedule  C  of  the  Agreement. 

KU  requests  that  the  Commission 
waive  its  notice  requirements  and 
pennit  an  effective  date  of  July  1, 1981. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  sent  to 
American  Electric  Power  Company  (for 
OP],  the  Kentucky  Public  service 
Commission  and  the  Ohio  Public 
Utilities  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 


Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 

1.10).  All  such  peititions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  pubic  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  81-27980  Filed  9-24-81;  8;45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-8S-M 

[Docket  No.  ER81-560-000] 

Lockhart  Power  Co,;  Filing 

September  17, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  September  15, 

1981,  Lockhart  Power  Company 
(Lockhart)  tendered  for  filing  revised 
“Interim  A’’  tariff  sheets.  On  June  18, 
1981,  Lockhart  filed  a  proposed  two-step 
increase  in  its  wholesale  electric  rates  to 
its  sole  wholesale  customer,  the  City  of 
Union,  South  Carolina.  This  rate 
increase  was  a  “piggy  back’’  filing 
necessary  to  reflect  the  “interim”  and 
“proposed”  rate  increases  filed  on  Jime 
16, 1981  in  Docket  No.  ER81-550-000  by 
Duke  Power  Company  (Duke),  ft-om 
which  Lockhart  purchases  more  than 
70%  of  its  power  and  energy 
requirements.  Lockhart  accordingly 
proposed  that  the  effectiveness  of  its 
rate  increases  be  made  precisely 
coincident  with  those  proposed  by  Duke. 

The  Commission  notified  Duke  that  its 
filing  was  deficient.  Subsequently  Duke 
made  a  series  of  submissions  which 
presumably  have  cured  the  deficiencies. 
By  letter  to  the  Commission  dated 
September  8, 1981,  Duke  now  proposes 
to  withdraw  the  “interim”  rates  filed 
Jime  16, 1981  and  substitute  for  them  an 
“Interim  A”  rate  which  it  now  seeks  to 
make  effective  for  service  rendered  on 
and  after  October  18, 1981.  According  to 
Duke,  the  Interim  A  rate  is  9%  above  the 
rates  presently  approved  and  being 
charged  to  Lockhart  by  Duke.  Under  this 
new  proposal,  the  ultimate  “proposed” 
rate  increase  level  will  be  the  same  as 
originally  proposed  by  Duke  on  June  16, 
1981.  However,  the  new  “Interim  A” 
rates  represent  a  reduction  fi:om  the  first 
step  “interim”  rates  proposed  by  Duke 
on  June  16, 1981  and  on  which  the  first 


step  of  Lockhart’s  “piggy  back”  rate 
filing  was  based.  Accordingly,  the 
interim  rate  increase  required  by 
Lockhart  is  correspondingly  reduced. 
Lockhart  requests  that  the  revised 
“Interim  A”  tariff  sheets  be  substituted 
for  the  proposed  interim  tariff  sheets 
submitted  by  Lockhart  on  June  18, 1981. 

Lockhart  requests  that  the  effective 
dates  of  its  revised  rates  be  made 
precisely  coincident  with  the  effective 
dates  of  Duke’s  rates.  To  the  extent  that 
the  Commission  permits  the  Duke  rates 
to  become  effective  less  than  60  days 
after  this  submission,  this  filing  should 
be  construed  as  a  request  for  waiver  of 
the  notice  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
30, 1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  teiken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27991  Filed  9-24-81;  8;45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-a6-M 


Docket  No.  ER81-756-000 

Montaup  Electric  C04  Filing 

September  21, 1981 

The  Filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Montaup  Electric 
Company  (“Montaup”)  on  September  10, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  transmission 
service  agreement  between  Montaup 
and  the  Village  of  Northfield  Electric 
Department.  Under  the  transmission 
service  agreement  Montaup  transmits 
for  Northfield  capacity  and  energy  fi'om 
Taimton  Municipal  Lighting  Plant’s 
Cleary  Units  Nos.  8  and  9  for  the  period 
beginning  May  1, 1981  and  ending  upon 
30  days  written  notice  of  termination. 

Montaup  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  60-day  notice  requirement 
in  order  to  allow  an  effective  date  of 
May  1, 1981. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
on  Northfield  and  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities. 
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Any  person  wishing  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9. 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27961  Filed  9-24-81;  6:48  am] 

8IUJNQ  CODE  64S0-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-757-000] 

Montaup  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

September  21, 1981. 

The  Filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Montaup  Electric 
Company  (“Montaup”)  on  September  10, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  two 
supplements  to  a  transmission  service 
agreement  between  Montaup  and  the 
Taunton  Municipal  Lighting  Plant 
(‘Taunton”). 

The  supplements  provide  for 
transmission  by  Montaup  of  Taunton’s 
share  of  the  Village  of  Northfield 
Electric  Department’s  Vermont  Yankee 
entitlement.  The  effective  period  for 
both  supplements  begins  on  May  1, 1981 
and  ends  in  one  supplement  on  October 
31, 1981  and  in  the  other  upon  30  days 
advance  written  notice  of  termination. 

Montaup  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  60-day  notice  requirement 
in  order  to  allow  an  efiective  date  of 
May  1, 1981  for  the  supplements. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
on  Taimton  and  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities. 

Any  person  wishing  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  peititions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 


the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  pubic  inspection. 

Lois  D.  CasheU, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27962  Filed  9-24-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  64S0-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-721-000] 

New  England  Power  Co.;  FIHng 

September  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  August  31, 1981, 
New  England  Power  Company  (NEP) 
tendered  for  filing  two  unit  power 
contracts,  the  first  with  the 
Massachusetts  Municipal  Wholesale 
Electric  Company  (MMWEC)  and  the 
second  with  Town  of  Templeton’s 
Municipal  Lighting  Plant  (Templeton). 
For  a  three-year  period  beginning 
November  1, 1981,  MMWEC  will  buy  150 
MW,  £ind  Templeton  will  buy  about  3 
MW,  of  capacity  and  related  energy 
from  NEP’s  Salem  Harbor  units  and 
from  NEP’s  entitlement  to  Canal  Unit 
No.  1. 

NEP  requests  that  the  two  contracts 
be  made  efiective  on  November  1, 1981, 
the  first  day  of  the  contract  terms. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
*  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (1.8  and  1.10). 

All  such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  October  5, 1981. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  actiion  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  CasheU, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27963  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  64S0-aS-« 


[Docket  No.  RE81-128-006] 

New  Orleans  Public  Service  Inc.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

September  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  New  Orleans  Public 
Service  Inc.  (NOPS),  filed  an  application 
for  exemption  from  certain  requirements 


of  Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  AcL  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  firom  the  requirements  to  file  ' 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  §  290.403  (Load  Data  for 
Certain  Customer  Groups)  in  regard  to 
small  and  large  electric  customer 
groups. 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  NOPS 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reason: 

The  loan  data  for  smaU  electric  (SE-3)  and 
large  electric  (LE-3)  customers  is  not 
currently  being  coUected  with  sufficient 
accuracy.  A  combination  of  actual  and 
estimated  load  data  for  the  customer  group* 
wiU  be  provided  for  the  period  horn  January 
1, 1981  through  October  31, 1981. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  November  9, 1981.  Within  that  45- 
day  period  such  person  must  also  serve 
a  copy  of  such  comments  on:  New 
Orleans  Public  Service  Inc.,  317  Baronne 
St,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112. 

Lois  D.  CasheU, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27984  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BilXINO  CODE  6450-SS-H 


[Docket  No.  TA  82-1-40-000  (PGA  82-1)] 

Raton  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Change  in 
Rates 

September  17, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Raton  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Raton),  on  September  1, 1961, 
tendered  for  filing,  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Volume  No.  1, 
consisting  of  Twenty-fifth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  3a.  llie  change  in  rates  is  for 
jurisdictional  gas  service.  The  proposed 
efiective  date  is  October  1, 1981. 

Raton  states  that  the  instant  notice  of 
change  in  rates  is  occasioned  solely  for 
increase  in  the  cost  of  gas  purchased 
fi'om  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
(CIG).  The  tracking  of  CIG  Gas  Cost 
Increase  results  in  increase  in  Demand 
Rate  firom  $1.79  to  $2.39  and  increase  in 
Commodity  Rate  fiom  302.848  to  341.958 
per  MCF.  The  annual  revenue  increase. 
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by  reason  of  the  tracking,  amounts  to 
$3!si250. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  hling  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commision,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.9 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.9, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  September 
22, 1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  preceding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene. 

Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doa  B1-279S3  Filed  9-24-61;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  S4SO-45-M 


[Docket  No.  QF81-59-000] 

U.S.S.  Agrichemicals;  Application  for 
Commission  Certification  of  Qualifying 
Status  of  a  Cogeneration  Facility 

September  21, 1981. 

On  August  27, 1981,  U.S.S.  Agri- 
Chemicals,  of  Bartow,  Florida  filed  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  an 
application  for  certification  of  a  facility 
as  a  qualifying  cogeneration  facility 
pursuant  to  §  292.207  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

The  facility  is  a  topping-cycle 
cogeneration  facility  to  be  located  at 
Fort  Meade,  Florida,  which  uses  waste 
heat  from  chemical  process  reactions  as 
its  primary  energy  source.  ’The  power 
production  capacity  of  the  facility  is  32.0 
megawatts.  The  waste  heat  is  made 
available  as  high  pressure  steam  which 
is  passed  through  a  turbogenerator  to 
produce  electric  power.  Extraction 
steam  from  the  turbine  is  used  to 
provide  thermal  energy  for  use  in  other 
plants  in  the  industrial  complex. 
Installation  of  the  facility  began  in  July, 
1981.  Less  than  50  percent  of  the  facility 
is  owned  by  an  electric  utility,  electric 
utility  holding  company  or  any 
combination  thereof. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
objecting  to  the  granting  of  qualifying 
status  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
re^atory  Conunission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 


Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
peititions  or  protests  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  26, 1981  and  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  pubic 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  61-27985  Filed  9-24-81;  8;45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-«5-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-753-000] 

The  Washington  Water  Power  Co.; 
Filing 

September  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  September  8, 1981, 
The  Washington  Water  Power  Company 
(Washington)  tendered  for  filing  copies 
of  a  service  schedule  applicable  to  what 
Washington  refers  to  as  a  Transmission 
Agreement  dated  October  31, 1980, 
between  Washington  and  Pacific  Power 
&  Light  Company  (Pacific). 

In  this  agreement  Pacific  is  providing 
a  transmission  service  to  Washington 
through  Pacific’s  Wyonfing  system  and 
Washington  is  providing  transmission 
service  to  Pacific  over  the  Walla  Walla- 
Lolo  line. 

Washington  requests  that  the 
requirements  of  prior  notice  be  waived 
and  the  effective  date  be  made 
retroactive  to  November  1, 1980,  adding 
that  there  would  be  no  effect  upon 
purchasers  under  other  rate  schedules. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
sho^d  be  filed  on  or  before  October  9, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-27988  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-SS-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order;  Week  of  August 
17  Through  August  21, 1981 

During  the  week  of  August  17  through 
August  21, 1981,  the  proposed  decision 
and  order  summarized  below  was 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Depeuiment  of  Energy 
with  regard  to  an  application  for 
exception. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  that 
apply  to  exception  proceeffings  (10  CFR 
Part  205,  Subpart  D),  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form  may  file  a  written  notice  of 
objection  within  ten  days  of  service.  For 
purposes  of  the  procedural  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  is  deemed 
to  be  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice  or  the  date  an  aggrieved  person 
receives  actual  notice,  whichever  occurs 
first. 

The  procedural  regulations  provide 
that  an  aggrieved  party  who  fails  to  file 
a  Notice  of  Objection  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  regulations  will 
be  deemed  to  consent  to  the  issuance  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form.  An  aggrieved  party  who  wishes  to 
contest  a  determination  made  in  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  must  also 
file  a  detailed  statement  of  objections 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order.  In  the 
statement  of  objections,  the  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  that  it  intends  to  contest  in  any 
further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  this  proposed 
decision  and  order  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
except  federal  holidays. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Directar,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
September  21, 1981. 

Gulf  States  Oil  &  Refining  Co.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  BEE-me 

"  On  January  28, 1981  Gulf  States  Oil  & 
Refining  Co.  (Gulf  States)  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.67.  The  exception  request,  if 
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granted,  wovld  pennit  Golf  States  to  sell 
entitlements  for  crude  oil  which -the  Brni 
purchased  to  establish  an  initial  or  starting 
inventoiy  for  its  new  refinery.  On  August  17. 
1981,  the  Department  of  Energy  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which 
determined  that  die  exception  request  be 
granted  in  part. 

(FR  Doc.  Bl-27823  Filed  ».24-n;  B:«S  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  S4SD-01-M 


Western  Area  Power  Administration 

Publication  of  Final  Allocation  Criteria 
for  Marketing  of  Additional  Power; 
Application  Format  for  Requesting  an 
Allocation,  and  Decision  Regarding  the 
Renewal  of  Contracts  Expiring  Prior  to 
1986;  Corrections 

agency:  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,  DOE. 
action:  Final  notice;  corrections. 

summary:  This  document  corrects 
several  errors  found  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  17, 1981  (46  FR 
41547],  and  further  presents  pertinent 
dates  relative  to  the  power  marketing 
plan. 

DATES:  The  filing  deadline  for 
applications  for  power  from  eligible 
preference  agencies  was  September  15. 
1981:  applications  had  to  have  been 
received  in  the  Sacramento  Area  Office 
no  later  than  5  p.in..  Pacific  dayligfrt 
time,  to  ensure  consideration. 

Proposed  power  allocations  will  be 
announced  in  late  September  or  early 
October.  The  comment  foi-om  on  the 
proposed  power  allocations  previously 
scheduled  for  October  8  has  been 
rescheduled  for  October  IS.  The  forum 
will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  in  the  Mariposa/ 
Sonora  Rooms,  Holiday  hm — ^Hoiidome, 
5321  Date  Avenue,  Sacramento, 
California. 

Final  power  allocations  will  be 
amiounoed  on  or  about  November  2, 
1981.  The  allocations  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  well  as  the 
following  newspapers:  The  San 
FYancisoo  Ctnonide,  the  Sacramento 
Bee,  tile  Reno  Gaeette,  the  Las  Vegas 
Review  JOinnal,  and  tiie  Los  Angeles 
Times. 

ADDRESS:  For  further  information 
conoemiiqs  die  ooirections  contact  Mr. 
David  G.  Coleman,  Area  Manager, 
Sacramento  Area  Office,  Western  Area 
Power  Administration,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacrwnento,  CA  95625  (9U)  484- 
4251. 

SUmSMENT ARY  INPOfOMATION:  The 

following  are  die  corrections  to  die 
August  17, 1961,  Fedetri  Register. 

1.  Page  41S48.  section:  Supplementary 
Inforaiation,  first  paragraidi.  The  second 
to  die  lest  sentence  bc^gtauiiBg  ‘I'laal 


allocation  No.  8  *  *  *  ”  is  corrected  to 
read  “Final  Criterion  No.  7  was 
separated  from  proposed  Criterion  No.  5 
so  that  it  would  stand  alone." 

2.  Page  41549,  secition:  Renewal  of 
Contracts  Expiring  Prior  to  1986,  first 
paragraph.  The  second  sentence  is 
corr^^  to  read  “The  40-percent  load 
factor  energy  notation  proposed 
previously  not  be  applied.” 

3.  Page  41551.  section:  Responses  to 
Comments  on  Proposed  Allocation 
Criteria,  subsection:  Decision  to 
Allocate  102  MW,  first  paragraph,  first 
sentence.  Replace  “Impliedly"  with 
“implicitly." 

4.  Page  41551,  section:  Responses  to 
Comments  on  Proposed  Allocation 
Criteria,  subsection:  Reclamation  Law 
Issues  Regarding  frrigator  Customers, 
first  paragraph,  fifth  sentence.  Change 
“early"  to  “eariier." 

5.  Page  41552,  section:  Responses  to 
Comments  on  Proposed  Allocation 
Criteria,  subsection:  Reclamation  Law 
Issues  Regarding  Irrigator  Customers, 
seventh  and  eighth  paragraphs. 
References  to  irrigation  “agencies" 
should  be  changed  to  irrigation 
“entities." 

8.  Page  41553,  section:  The  40^rcent 
Load  Factor  Energy  Limitation  on 
Contract  Renewals  and  Contracts  for 
the  102  MW  of  Additional  Power,  first 
paragraph,  third  sentence.  Correct  the 
word  "supplied"  to  “applied." 

Availability  of  Information 

All  brochures,  studies,  comments, 
letters,  memorandums,  and  other 
documents  made  or  k^t  by  Weytem 
Area  Power  Administration  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  tiie  power 
marketing  plan  are  and  will  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Sacramento  Area  Of^e,  Western  Area 
Power  Administration,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  CA  95825,  [916]  484- 
4251. 

Issued  at  Golden.  Colorado,  September  17. 
1981. 

William  H.  Clagett, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  B1-Z7B2S  Filed  B-24-ei;  8:45  am] 

aajJNQ  CODE  S4S0-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(OPP-38502;PH-FRL  1940-8] 

Aceto  Agricultural  ChGNiicals  Corpu; 
Notice  of  Intant  to  Suspend  Pesticide 
Registrations  of  Products  Containing 
CarbophenotMon 

agency:  Environmeiital  Protection 
Agracy(EPA). 


actiom:  Notice. 


summary:  This  action  is  being  taken 
because  the  Aceto  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Coip.  has  failed  to  provide 
evidence  that  it  is  taking  appropriate 
steps  to  secure  certain  chronic 
toidcology  data  required  by  a  February 
2, 1981  Data  Call  In  Notice  issued  und» 
authority  of  section  3(c)(2)(B)  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (HFRA),  7  U,S.C. 
136a(c)(2)(B]. 

date:  Persons  who  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  intended  suspension 
may  contest  the  intent  to  suspend  by 
requesting  a  hearing  on  or  before 
October  26, 1961,  the  effective  date  of 
the  suspension. 

ADDRESS:  Written  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (A-110),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  M-370e,  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  Alexander  or  Geraldine  Werdig, 
Special  Pesticide  Review  Division  (TS- 
791),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Rm. 
728,  CM  #2. 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7460). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  EPA  is 
issuing  this  notice  of  intent  to  suspend 
the  registrations  of  pesticide  products  of 
the  Aceto  Agricultural  Chemicals  Cmp. 
(Aceto)  whi^  contain  the  pesticide 
carbophenothion  under  FlFkA  section 
3(c)(2)(B)(iv). 

Aceto  has  failed  to  respond  or  to  take 
any  appropriate  steps  to  cmnply  with 
the  Data  Cali  in  Notice  issued  to  Aceto 
on  Februtuy  2, 1981,  and  received  by 
Aceto  on  February  8, 1981. 

Accordingly.  Aceto  is  in  violation  of 
FIFRA  section  3(c)(2)(B)  and  tiie  Agency 
has  determined  to  issue  tiiis  notice  of 
intent  to  suspend  the  affected 
registrations.  Aceto  will  be  permitted  to 
seU  existing  stodn  of  products 
containing  carbophenothion  for  120  days 
after  its  receipt  of  the  notice  of  intent  to  . 
suspend  the  registrations  of  its  pesticide 
products  containing  carbophenothion. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  tiiis 
action  may  request  a  hearing  within  30 
dajrs  of  receipt  of  notice  of  this  action  to 
show  that  Aceto  has  not  foiled  to  take 
the  requked  steps  to  secure  data  or  to 
show  that  the  intended  provisions  for 
tiie  disposition  of  existing  stocks  is 
inconsistent  with  the  Act.  A  request  for 
a  hearing  dhould  be  submitted  in 
quintupiicate  and  should  state  the  issues 
^  the  hearing  «id  set  forth  the 
supporting  fa^ 
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If  such  a  hearing  is  requested,  Aceto’s 
affected  registrations  will  not  be 
suspended  until  completion  of  the 
hearing.  As  provided  in  FIFRA  section  3, 
a  hearing  shall  be  held  and 
determination  made  within  75  days  after 
receipt  of  a  request  for  a  hearing. 

Hiis  action  will  not  become  final  and 
effective  or  will  be  rescinded  if  or  when 
the  Aceto  Agricultural  Chemicals  Corp. 
complies  fully  with  the  requirements 
which  serve  as  a  basis  for  this  action. 

Dated:  September  10, 1981. 

James  M.  Conlon, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Pesticide  Programs. 

pit  Doc  81-2787S  Filed  9-24-61;  8:46  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  6S60-32-M 


[OPP-38503;  PH-FRL  1940-5] 

Aceto  Agricultural  Chemicals  Corp.; 
Notice  of  Intent  To  Suspend  Pesticide 
Registrations  of  Products  Containing 
Disulfoton 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  action  is  being  taken 
because  the  Aceto  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Corp.  has  either  failed  to  take 
appropriate  steps  within  the  time 
required  to  secure  certain  chronic 
toxicology  data  required  by  a  February 
27, 1981  Data  Call  te  Notice  issued 
under  authority  of  section  3(c)(2)(6]  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fimgicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  7  U.S.C. 
136a(c](2](6)  or  has  failed  to  participate 
in  a  procedure  for  reaching  agreement 
concerning  a  joint  data  development 
arrangement  for  the  production  of  the 
same  data. 

date:  Persons  who  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  intended  suspension 
may  contest  the  intent  to  suspend  by 
requesting  a  hearing  on  or  before 
October  26, 1981,  the  effective  date  of 
the  suspension. 

ADDRESS:  Written  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  submitted  to  the:  Hearing 
Clerk  (A-llO),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Rm.  M-3708, 401 M  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  Alexander  or  Geraldine  Werdig, 
Special  Pesticide  Review  Division  (T^ 
791),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
728,  CM#2, 1921  Jeffersop  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7460). 

SUPPLEM^ARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  is 

issuing  this  notice  of  intent  to  suspend 
the  registrations  of  pesticide  products  of 
the  Aceto  Agricultural  Chemicals  Corp. 


(Aceto)  which  contain  the  pesticide 
disulfoton  under  FIFRA  section 
3(c)(2)(B)(iv). 

Aceto  advised  the  Agency  that  it 
would  not  take  steps  to  comply  with  the 
Data  Call  In  Notice  issued  to  Aceto  on 
February  27, 1981.  Aceto  also  rescinded 
its  prior  indication  that  it  would  comply 
wiA  data  requirements  by  developing 
the  data  jointly  with  the  registrant  who 
will  produce  the  data. 

Therefore,  Aceto  is  in  violation  of 
FIFRA  section  3(c)(2)(B)  and  the  Agency 
has  determined  to  issue  this  notice  of 
intent  to  suspend  the  affected 
registrations.  Aceto  will  be  permitted  to 
sell  existing  stocks  of  products 
containing  disulfoton  for  120  days  after 
its  receipt  of  the  notice  of  intent  to 
suspend  its  registrations  of  pesticide 
products  containing  disulfoton. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
action  may  request  a  hearing  within  30 
days  of  receipt  of  notice  of  this  action  to 
show  that  Aceto  has  not  failed  to  take 
the  required  steps  to  secure  data  or  to 
show  Aat  the  intended  provision  for  the 
disposition  of  existing  stocks  is 
inconsistent  with  the  Act.  A  request  for 
a  hearing  should  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  should  state  the  issues 
for  the  hearing  and  set  forth  the 
supporting  facts. 

If  such  a  hearing  is  requested,  Aceto’s 
affected  registrations  wUl  not  be 
suspended  until  completion  of  the 
hearing.  As  provided  in  FIFRA  section  3, 
a  hearing  shall  be  held  and 
determination  made  within  75  days  after 
receipt  of  a  request  for  a  hearing. 

This  action  ^11  not  become  final  and 
effective  or  will  be  rescinded  if  or  when 
the  Aceto  Agricultural  Chemicals  Corp. 
complies  fully  with  the  requirements 
whi^  serve  as  a  basis  for  this  action.  . 

Dated:  September  10, 1981. 

James  M.  Conlon, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27880  Filed  9-24-81;  8:48  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  6S60-32-M 


[PP  OG2396/T319;  PH-FRL  1940-2] 

BASF  Wyandotte  Corp.;  Establishment 
of  Temporary  Tolerances 

agency:  Enviroiunental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Temporary  tolerances  have 
been  established  for  the  combined 
residues  of  the  herbicide  2-[l> 
(ethoxyimino)-butyl]-5-[2- 
(ethylothio)prcq)yl]-3-hydroxy-2- 
cyclohexen-l-one  and  its  metabolites 
containing  the  5-[2-(ethylthio)propyl]-l, 


3-cyclohexanedione  moiety  and  its 
several  thioxidation  products 
(calculated  as  the  herbicide)  in  or  on  the 
raw  agricultural  commodities  soybeans 
at  0.50  parts  per  million  (ppm);  meat,  fat, 
and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  poultry,  and  sheep;  milk 
and  eggs  at  0.05  ppm. 

DATE:  This  temporary  tolerance  expires 
May  27, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  J.  Taylor,  Product  Manager  (PM) 
25,  Registration  Division  (TS-767C), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
412E,  CM  #2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7066). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  BASF 
Wyandotte  Corp.,  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Div.,  100  Cherry  Hill  Road, 
Parsippany,  N)  07054,  has  submitted  a 
request  with  the  EPA  to  establish 
tolerances  for  the  combined  residues  of 
the  herbicide  2-[l-(ethoxyimino)-butyl]- 
5-[2-(ethylthio)propyl]-3-hydroxy-2- 
cyclohexen-l-one  and  its  metabolites 
containing  the  5-[2-(ethylthio)propyl]-l, 
3-cyclohex£medione  moiety  and  its 
several  thioxidation  products 
(calculated  as  the  herbicide)  in  or  on  the 
raw  agricultural  commodities  soybeans 
at  0.50  parts  per  million  (ppm);  meat  fat, 
and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  poultry,  and  sheep;  milk 
and  eggs  at  0.05  ppm. 

These  temporary  tolerances  will 
permit  the  marketing  of  the  above  raw 
agricultural  commodities  when  treated 
in  accordance  with  tui  experimental  use 
permit  (7969-EUP-14)  which  is  being 
issued  imder  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA) 
as  amended  (92  Stat  816;  7  U.S.C.  136). 

The  scientific  data  reported  and  other 
relevant  material  have  been  evaluated 
and  it  has  been  determined  that 
establishment  of  the  temporary 
tolerances  will  protect  the  public  health. 
Therefore,  the  temporary  tolercmces  are 
established  on  the  condition  that  the 
pesticide  be  used  in  accordance  with  the 
experimental  use  permit  with  the 
following  provisions: 

1.  The  amount  of  the  pesticide  to  be 
used  will  not  exceed  the  amount 
authorized  in  the  experimental  use 
permit. 

2.  BASF  Wyandotte  Corp.  will 
immediately  notify  the  EPA  of  any 
findings  from  the  experimental  use  that 
have  a  bearing  on  safety.  The  compnay 
will  also  keep  records  of  production, 
distribution,  and  performance,  and  on 
request  make  these  records  available  to 
any  authorized  officer  or  employee  of 


Federal  Re^^ster  /  Vol.  46,  No.  166  /  Friday,  September  25,  1981  /  Notices 


47295 


the  EPA  or  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

These  temporary  tolerances  expire 
May  27, 1962.  Residues  remaining  in  or 
on  the  raw  agricultural  commodities 
after  the  expiration  date  will  not  be 
considered  actionable  if  the  pesticide  is 
legally  applied  during  die  term  of  and  in 
accordance  widi  the  provisions  of  the 
experimental  use  permit  and  temporary 
tolerances.  These  temporary  tolerances 
may  be  revoked  if  the  ei^erimental  use 
permit  is  revoked  or  if  any  scientific 
data  or  experience  with  the  pesticide 
indicates  such  revocation  is  necessary 
to  protect  the  public  health. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  temporary 
tolerance  is  not  a  “Major"  rule  and 
therefore  does  not  require  a  Regulatory 
Impact  Analysis.  In  addition,  the  OfiBce 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  has 
exempted  this  temporary  tolerance  from 
the  OMB  review  requirements  of 
Executive  Ordm'  12291,  pursuant  to 
section  8(b)  of  that  Or^r. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L  96- 
534, 94  Stat  1164,  5  U.S.a  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  rasising  tolerance  levels  or 
establish^  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1961  (46 
FR  24950). 

(Sec.  4080).  M  StaL  518,  (21  U.S.C  346a(j)}] 

Dated:  Septeaiber  15. 1981. 

Douglas  OLCaaii>t. 

Diredor,  Regittratioa  Dhriakm,  Office 
Pesticide  Prognmm. 

(FR  Doc.  n-nSH  MaSset-Sl;  ft4Saa) 

BSJJNQ  CODE  WSS  II  ■ 


[OPTS-51319:  TSH-FRL  1*40-71 

Certain  Chemicals;  Premanufacture 
Notices 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premannfacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  Import  commences. 
Statutory  requirements  for  section 
5(a)(1)  premanufacture  notices  are 
discussed  in  EPA  statements  of  interim 
policy  published  in  the  Federal  Bngjslef 
of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558)  and 


November  7, 1900  (45  FR  74378).  This 
notice  announces  receipt  of  four  I^MM’s 
and  provides  a  summary  of  each. 

DATES:  Written  comments  by: 

PMN  81^148— November  8, 1981 
PMN  81-455,  81-456,  and  81-457— 
November  12, 1981 

address:  Written  comments,  identified 
by  the  document  control  number 
“[OPTS-51319J"  and  the  specific  PMN 
number  should  be  sent  to:  Document 
Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Rm. 
E-109. 401 M  St.  SW.,  Wasi^too.  D.C. 
20460  (202-755-5687). 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT*. 


For 

PMN 

Na 

81-448- 

81-485- 

None*  imnagar 

.  Wendy  Ctaland- 
HamnelL 

Telepbone 

'  (202-428-0504) 

_ (202-428-8815) 

Room 

Na 

E-229. 

E-222. 

81-456- 

.  George  Begley _ 

_ (202-428-2601) 

E- 

2801. 

8i-«r_ 

.  Robed  Jonee — — 

. (202-426-2801) 

E-208. 

Mail  address  of  notice  managers: 
Chemical  Control  Divisi<Hi  (TS-794), 
Office  d(  Toxic  Sidtstances, 
Environmental  IVotectioo  Agmicy,  401 M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  are  summaries  of  infonnatioa 
provided  by  the  manufacturer  on  the 
PMN’s  received  by  EPA: 

PMN-ai-448 

Close  of  Review  Period.  December  8, 
1981. 

Manufacturer's  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Organization  information  provided: 

Annual  sales — Between 
$100,000,000— $499,999,999. 

Manufacturing  site — ^Mid-Atlantic 
region. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification 
Code— 2891. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
cordidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Epoxy  modified 
phenolic  resin. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  as  a  curii^ 
agent  ^ 

Iwiport  Estimates 


•OogMMptryMr 
MMmuni  Mtidraiaii 

istyear . . I _  500  SJOOO 

2nd  year _  1,000  8.000 

SdyMT _ AOOO  ■  tZXWe 


Physical/Chemical  Properties.  No 
data  subnutted. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  submitted.  - 


Exposure.  The  importer  states  that  the 
product  will  initially  be  sold  to  15 
customers.  No  further  data  is  available. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
importer  states  tiiat  waste  product  and 
containers  should  be  disposed  of  in 
accordance  with  the  Resource 
Conservation  Recovery  Act  standards 
(RCRA). 

PMN  81-455 

Close  of  Review  Period.  December  12, 
1961. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Mobay 
Chemical  Corporation,  Penn  Lincoln 
Parkway  West.  Pittsburgh,  PA  15205. 

Chemical  Identity,  4- 
trifluoromethoxyphenylisocyanate. 

Use  The  importer  states  that  the  PMN 
substaime  will  be  used  as  an 
intermediate  for  pesticide. 

Import  Estimates,  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Physical/Chemkxd  Properties 

Boiling  point — ^78’C. 

Melting  point - 29'C. 

Flash  point — BO’C. 

Ignition  point — 592*C. 

Density  @  20*C — ^1.357  g/cm*- 

Lower  explosive  limit — ^1.79%  by 
volume. 

Refractive  index  nD*1.4573. 

Kinematic  viscosity  @  20*G — 1.12 
centistokes. 

Toxicity  Data 

Acute  oral  LDw  (rat) — ^Male^emale 
1525  mg/kg. 

Acute  dermal  LDu  (rat) — ^Male/ 
Female  WOfSOO  uL(kg. 

Acute  inhalation  (vapor)  (rat) — 10 
min.  exposure,  no  survivors;  3  min. 
exposure,  males  survived,  20%  females 
di^. 

Skin  irritation  (rabbit) — Severe 
irritation. 

Eye  irritation  (rabbit) — Corrosive  to 
cornea. 

Sensitization  effect  test  (guinea  pig) — 
Sensitizing  effect 

Ames  salmonella — ^Non-mutagenia 

Micronucleus  test — ^Non-mutagenic. 

Exposure.  The  importer  states  fliat 
during  processing  2  workers  may 
experience  dermal  and  fohalation 
exposure  0.2  day/3rr.  Exposure  may 
occur  during  the  unloading  of  shipping 
containers  to  a  storage  tank. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
importer  states  that  less  ffian  10  kg/yr 
may  be  released  to  the  air  0.2  day/yr. 

PMN  81-456 

Close  of  Review  Rsriod.  December  12, 
1981. 
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Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Tlie  Sherwin- 
Williams  Company,  P.O.  Box  6520, 
Cleveland,  OH  44101. 

Specific  Chemical  Indentity.  2- 
carbomethoxybenzene  sulfonyl  chloride. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  as  a 
reagent  chemical. 


Production  Estimates 


KOograms  per  year 

Mniroum 

Maximum 

let  year . 

.  1,000 

20,000 

M  year . 

20,000 

100,000 

_ _ _ _ _ ....  100,000 

300,000 

Physical/Chemical  Properties 

Appearance — ^White,  crystalline  solid. 

Bulk  density — 0.76  gm/cc. 

Solubility  in  water — ^Insoluble. 

Melting  point — 61-62* 

Hydrolysis — Water  forming  HCl. 

Toxicity  Data 

Acute  oral  LD  m  (rat) — 5  gm/kg. 

Acute  dermal  LD  m  (rabbit)— 4  gm/kg. 

Skin  corrosivity  (rabbit] — 
Noncorrosive. 

Skin  irritation  (rabbit] — ^Irritating. 

Ocular  irritation  (rabbit] — ^Irritating. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  during  manufacture  a  maximum  of  2 
workers  may  have  dermal  exposure  8 
hrs/day,  100  days/yr. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  from  10  to  100 
kg/yr  of  the  new  substance  will  be 
released  to  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works  (POTW). 

PMN  81-457 

Close  of  Review  Period.  December  12, 
1981. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Organization  information  provided; 

Annual  sales — Between  $100,000,000 
and  $499,999,999. 

Manufacturing  site — ^East  North 
Central. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification 
Code— 285. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Polymer  of 
unsaturated  fatty  acid,  dimer  fatty  acid, 
unsubstituted  anhydride,  aromatic 
dicarboxylic  acid,  aliphatic  diol  and 
hydroxy  functional  resins. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  as  a 
thermoset  polymer  for  coating  paper 
surfaces. 


Production  Estimates 


Kilograms  per  year 

Minimum  Maximum 

.  _ _  4,000  8,000 

. .  8,000  16,000 

_  16,000  32,000 

Physical/Chemical  Properties 

Appearence — Semi-solid.  Polymeric 
material  at  room  temperature. 

Solubility — Soluble  in  cellosolve 
acetate. 

Vapor  pressure  (polymer] — ^Negligible. 

Viscosity  (polymer]— 2*-l  (Gardner- 
Holdt]. 

Color  (polymer] — 7  (Gardner). 

%  solid  (polymer  solution  in  xylene] — 
90%. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted.. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  during  manufacture,  processing,  and 
disposal  a  total  of  5  workers  may 
experience  dermal  exposure  14  hrs/day, 
51  days/yr. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  10-100  kg/yr 
may  be  released  to  land.  Water  from 
esterification  and  solid  residue  is 
disposed  of  by  landfrll. 

Dated:  September  16, 1981. 

Woodson  W.  Bercaw, 

Acting  Director  for  Management  Support 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27878  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6S60-31-M 


[OPP-50544:  PH-FRL-1939-7] 

Extension  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice.  , 

summary:  EPA  has  granted 
experimental  use  permits  to  the 
following  applicants.  These  permits  are 
in  accordance  with,  and  subject  to,  the 
provisions  of  40  CFR  Part  172,  which 
defines  EPA  procedures  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  pesticides  for  experimental 
purposes. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  product  manager  cited  in  each 
experimental  use  permit  at  the  address 
below:  Registration  Division  (TS-767C], 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Enviroimental  Protection  Agency,  1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA 
22202. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  has 

issued  the  following  experimental  use 
permits: 

239-EIJP-78.  Chevron  Chemical  Co.,  940 
Hensley  St.,  Richmond,  CA  94804.  This 


experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of 
4,000  pounds  of  the  herbicide  thiobencarb 
on  rice  to  evaluate  control  of  watergrass 
and  sprangletop  weeds.  A  total  of  1,000 
acres  are  involved.  The  program  is 
authorized  only  in  the  States  of  Louisiana 
and  Texas.  The  experimental  use  permit  is 
effective  from  )ime  30, 1981  to  June  30, 198Z 
A  temporary  tolerance  for  residues  of  the 
active  ingredient  and  its  metabolite  4- 
chlorobenzyl  methylsulfone  in  or  cm  rice 
grain  has  been  established.  (Richard 
Mountfort,  PM  23,  Rm.  412D,  CM  #2  (703- 
557-7070)) 

44544-^lJP-l.  DMB  Packing  Corporation,  Box 
517,  Fresno  &  N  St.,  Newman,  CA  95360. 

This  experimental  use  permit  allows  the 
use  of  10,000  pounds  of  the  growth 
regulator  isobutyric  acid  cm  grapes  to 
evaluate  the  increased  yield  per  acre.  A 
total  of  1,000  acres  are  involved.  The 
program  is  authorized  only  in  the  State  of 
California.  The  experimental  use  permit  is 
effective  from  June  6, 1981  to  June  6, 1982. 

A  temporary  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance  for  residues  of 
the  active  ingredient  in  or  on  grapes  has 
been  established.  (Robert  Taylor,  PM  25, 
Rm.  412,  CM  #2,  (703-557-7066)) 

20954-EUP-13.  Zoecon  Corporation,  975 
California  Avenue,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303. 
This  experimental  use  permit  allows  the 
use  of  the  remaining  supply  of  261  pounds 
(420  pounds  had  been  originally 
authorized)  of  the  insecticide  N-[2-chloro-4- 
(trifluoromethyl)phenyl]-DL-valine  (**±)- 
cyano(3-phenoxyphenyl)methyl  ester  on 
alfalfa,  celery,  cole  crops,  cotton,  lettuce, 
potatoes,  sweet  com,  tobacco,  and 
tomatoes  to  evaluate  control  of  various 
insects.  A  total  of  531  acres  are  involved. 
The  program  is  authorized  only  in  the 
States  of  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and 
Washington.  The  experimental  use  permit 
is  effective  from  May  16, 1981  to  May  16, 
1982.  This  permit  is  being  issued  with  the 
limitation  that  all  treated  crops  will  be 
destroyed  or  used  for  research  purposes 
only.  (Franklin  Gee,  PM  17,  Rm.  401, 

CM  #2,  (703-557-7028)) 

Persons  wishing  to  review  these 
experimental  use  permits  are  referred  to 
the  designated  product  managers. 
Inquiries  concerning  these  permits 
should  be  directed  to  the  persons  cited 
above.  It  is  suggested  that  interested 
persons  call  before  visiting  the  EPA 
Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the 
appropriate  frle  may  be  made  available 
for  inspection  purposes  from  8:00  a.m.  to 
4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  legal  holidays. 

(Sec.  5, 92  Stat.  819,  as  amended,  (7  U.S.C. 
136)) 
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Dated:  September  16, 1981. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27882  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6560-32-M 


[OPP-50551;  PH-FRL-1940-8] 

Extension  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  granted 
experimental  use  permits  to  the 
following  applicants.  These  permits  are 
in  accordance  with,  and  subject  to,  the 
provisions  of  40  CFR  Part  172,  which 
defines  EPA  procedures  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  pesticides  for  experimental 
purposes. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  product  manager  cited  in  each 
experimental  use  permit  at  the  address 
below:  Registration  Division  (TS-767C), 
OfHce  of  Pesticide  Progreims, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA 
22202. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  has 

issued  the  following  experimental  use 
permits: 

241-EUP-94.  American  Cyeinamid  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  400,  Princeton,  N)  08540.  This 
experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of 
4352.4  pounds  of  the  insecticide 
( ±  )cy  ano(3-phenoxyphenyl]me  thyl( + )-4- 
(difluoromethoxy)-a-(l-methylethyl) 
benzeneacetate  on  cotton  to  evaluate 
control  of  various  cotton  insects.  A  total  of 
13,025  acres  are  involved.  The  program  is 
authorized  only  in  the  States  of  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Missomi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas.  The 
experimental  use  permit  is  effective  from 
April  10, 1981  to  April  10, 1982.  A 
temporary  tolerance  for  residues  of  the 
active  ingredient  in  or  on  cottonseed  and  a 
food  additive  regulation  for  residues  of  the 
active  ingredient  in  cottonseed  oil  have 
been  established.  (Franklen  Gee,  PM  17, 
Rm.  401,  CM#2  (703-557-7028)) 
2139-EUP-23.  NOR-AM  Agricultural 
Products,  Inc.,  350  West  Shuman 
Boulevard,  Naperville,  IL  60566.  This 
experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of 
1.530  pounds  of  the  herbicide  thidiazuron 
on  cotton  to  evaluate  its  use  as  a  defoliant. 
A  total  of  7,650  acres  are  involved.  The 
program  is  authorized  only  in  the  States  of 
Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas.  The 
experimental  use  permit  is  effective  from 
May  13, 1981  to  July  1, 1982.  Temporary 
tolerances  for  the  residues  of  the  active 
ingredient  in  or  on  cottonseed,  eggs,  milk, 
and  the  meaL  fat  and  meat  byproducts  of 
cattle,  goats,  hods,  horses,  poiiltry,  and 


sheep  have  been  established.  A  feed 
additive  regulation  for  residues  of  the 
active  ingredient  and  its  aniline-containing 
metabolites  in  or  on  cottonseed  hulls  has 
been  established.  (Richard  F.  MountforL 
PM  23.  Rm.  412D  (703-557-7070)) 

Persons  wishing  to  review  these 
experimental  use  permits  are  referred  to 
the  designated  product  managers. 
Inquiries  concerning  these  permits 
should  be  directed  to  the  persons  cited 
above.  It  is  suggested  that  interested 
persons  call  before  visiting  the  EPA 
Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the 
appropriate  ffle  may  be  made  available 
for  inspection  purposes  from  8:(X)  a.m.  to 
4:00  p.m..  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  legal  holidays. 

(Sec.  5, 92  Stat  819,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
136)) 

Dated:  September  14, 1981. 

Douglas  D.  CampL 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27877  FUed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


[OPP-50552;  PH-FRL  19411] 

Renewal  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  granted 
experimental  use  permits  to  the 
following  applicants.  These  permits  are 
in  accordance  with,  and  subject  to,  the 
provisions  of  40  CFR  Part  172,  which 
defines  EPA  procedures  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  pesticides  for  experimental 
purposes. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  product  manager  cited  in  each 
experimental  use  permit  at  the  address 
below:  Registration  Division  (TS-767C), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA 
22202. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  has 

issued  the  following  experimental  use 
permits: 

524-EUP-29.  Monsanto  Company,  1101 17th 
St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  This 
experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of 
1,030  pounds  of  the  remaining  supply 
(2,361.8  poimds  originally  authorized)  of  the 
herbicide  glyphosate  in  drainage  systems, 
irrigation  systems,  and  small  water 
impoundments  such  as  farm  ponds  to 
evaluate  the  control  of  weeds.  A  total  of 
323  acres  are  involved.  The  program  is 
authorized  only  in  the  States  of  Alabama. 
Arkansas,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas.  The 
permit  was  previously  effective  from 


January  1, 1980  to  Janu&ry  1, 1981.  It  is  now 
effective  from  Jime  12, 1981  to  January  1, 
1983.  Temporary  tolerances  for  residues  of 
the  active  ingredient  in  or  on  the  crop 
groupings  cuciubits,  forage  legumes, 
fruiting  vegetables,  and  the  individual  raw 
agriculture  commodities  hops  and  fish 
have  been  established.  A  fo^  additive 
regulation  for  residues  of  the  active 
ingredient  for  potable  water  has  been 
established.  (Robert  Taylor,  I^  25,  Rm. 

412,  CM#2.  (703-557-7066)) 

20954-EUP-14.  Zoecon  Corporation,  975 
California  Ave.,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94304.  This 
experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of 
0.03  pound  of  the  insect  growth  regulator 
methoprene  in  small  volumes  of  water  to 
evaluate  the  control  of  adult  mosquitoes.  A 
total  of  200  sites  are  involved.  The  program 
is  authorized  only  in  the  States  of 
California  and  Louisiana.  The  permit  was 
previously  effective  from  Mardi  4, 1980  to 
March  4, 1981.  It  is  now  effective  from  May 
15. 1981  to  May  15, 1982.  A  permanent 
exemption  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  active 
ingredient  in  potable  and  rain  water  has 
been  established  (21  CFR  193.285  and  40 
CFR  180.359)).  (Franklin  Gee,  PM  17,  Rm. 
410,  CM#2.  (703-557-7028)) 

Persons  wishing  to  review  these 
experimental  use  permits  are  referred  to 
the  designated  product  managers. 
Inquiries  concerning  these  permits 
should  be  directed  to  the  persons  cited 
above.  It  is  suggested  that  interested 
persons  call  before  visiting  the  EPA 
Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the 
appropriate  file  may  be  made  available 
for  inspection  purpose  fixim  8:00  a.m.  to 
4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  legal  holidays. 

(Sea  5, 92  Stat.  819,  as  amended,  (7  U.S.C. 
138)) 

Dated:  September  14, 1981. 

Douglas  D.  CampL 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27876  FUed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6S60-32-M 


[ER-FRL-1943-21 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A- 
104)  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

purpose:  This  notice  lists  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statements 
(EIS's)  which  have  been  officially  filed 
with  the  EPA  and  distributed  to  Federal 
agencies  and  interested  groups, 
organizations  and  individuals  for  review 
pursuant  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality's  Regulations  (40 
CFR  Part  1508.9)  during  the  week  of 
September  14, 1981  to  September  18, 
1981. 
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REVIEW  periods:  TKe  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EIS’s  listed  in  this  notice 
is  calculated  from  September  25, 1981 
and  will  end  on  November  9, 1981.  The 
30-day  review  period  for  final  EIS's;  as 
calculated  from  September  25, 1981  will 
end  on  October  26, 1981. 

Eis  availability:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  notice,  you  should 
contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  If  a  Federal  agency 
does  not  have  the  EIS  available  upon 
request,  you  may  contact  the  Office  of 
Federal  Activities,  EPA,  for  further 
information.  Copies  of  EIS’s  previously 
filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ,  which  are  no 
longer  available  from  the  originating 
agency,  are  available  with  charge  from 
the  following  source:  Information 
Resources  Press,  1700  North  Moore 
Street,  Arlington,  Virginia  22209,  (703) 
558-8270. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kathi  L.  Wilson,  Office  of  Federal 
Activities,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401 M  Street,  SW,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  (202)  245-3006. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A-104). 
September  22, 1981. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

FS:  Draft — Smokey  Canyon  Phosphate 
Mine,  Caribou  National  Forest,  Caribou 
County,  Idaho  (EIS  Order  #810769). 

FS:  Draft — Rocky  Mountain  Regional 
Plan,  Colorado,  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Wyoming  and  South  Dakota  (EIS  Order 
#810772). 

REA:  Draft — Elm  Mott/Whitney  345 
kV  Transmission  Line,  McLennan, 
Bosque  and  Hill  Counties.  Texas  (EIS 
Order  #810778). 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Draft — Lower  Colorado  River,  General 
Project  Permit,  California,  Nevada  and 
Arizona;  the  review  period  for  this  EIS 
has  been  extended  until  November  14, 
1981  (EIS  Order  #810765). 

Draft — ^Tug  Fork  Valley  Flood  Damage 
Reduction  Plan,  West  Virginia, 

Kentucky  and  Virginia  (EIS  Order 
#810774). 

Final — Merced  County  Streams  Flood 
Control  Plan,  Merced  and  Maricopa 
Counties,  California  (EIS  Order 
#810755). 

Final — AB  Brown  Generating  Station 
Units  2,  3  and  4,  Permit,  Posey  County, 
Indiana  (EIS  Order  #810760). 

Final — Sepulveda  Basin  Master  iHan, 
Los  Angeles  County,  California  (EIS 
Order  #810761). 

Reeatabliahment  of  EIS  Availability 
Date:  Draft — ^Indiana  Dunes  National 
Lakeshore  Brosion,  Porter  and  LaPorte 
Counties,  Indiana — ^published  in  the 


Federal  Register  September  18, 1981 — 
based  on  the  actual  availability  of  this 
EIS,  EPA  has  reestablished  the  date 
filed  as  Septeipber  18, 1981  and  the  end 
of  the  review  period  as  November  9, 

1981  (EIS  Order  #810746). 

Department  of  the  Army 

Draft — Binary  Chemical  Munitions 
Program,  Pine  Bluff  Arsenal,  Arkansas 
(EIS  Order  #810782). 

Department  of  Commerce 

NOAA:  Final — Deep  Seabed  Mining 
Program  (EIS  Order  #810762). 

Department  of  Energy 

Withdrawal:  Draft — ^Anvil  Points  Oil 
Shale  Facility,  Garfield  County. 
Colorado— published  FR  August  29, 

1981 — this  QS  has  been  offrcially 
withdrawn  by  the  Department  of  Energy 
(EIS  Order  #800629). 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

Draft — ^Kildaire  Farms  Development, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Wake  County, 

North  Carolina  (EIS  Order  #810764). 

Draft — Count^side  Development, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Pennington  County, 
South  Dakota  (EIS  Order  #810759). 

Final — Landmark  Development 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Kendall  and  Kane 
Counties,  Illinois  (EIS  Order  #810785). 

Final — West  Lake  Housing 
Development  Mortgage  Insurance,  Salt 
Lake  County,  Utah  (EIS  Order  #810766). 

Reestablishment  of  EIS  A  vailability 
Date:  HUD:  Final — ^Montclair  Planned 
Residential  Commimity,  Prince  William 
County,  Virginia — ^published  in  the 
Federal  Register  September  11, 1981 — 
based  on  the  actual  availability  of  this 
EIS,  EPA  has  reestablished  the  date 
filed  as  September  15, 1981  and  the  end 
of  the  review  period  as  October  26, 1981 
(EIS  Order  #810732). 

Department  of  Transportatfon 

FHWA:  Draft— US  50  Improvement, 
Cimarron  to  Wihdy  Point,  Montrose  and 
Gunnison  Counties,  Colorado  (EIS  Order 
#810775). 

FHWA:  Draft — IN-129  Extension,  IN- 
48  to  IN-46.  Ripley  County,  Indiana  (EIS 
Order  #810752). 

FHWA:  Draft — Greenfield  Pike  Bridge 
Over  Stoney  Creek,  Hamilton  County, 
Indiana  (EIS  Order  #810763). 

FHWA:  Final— Clairmont  Road 
Extension.  DeKalb  County,  Georgia  (EIS 
Order  #810767). 

FAA:  Final  Supplement — ^Metropolitan 
Washington  Airports  Policy  (EIS  Order 
#810786). 

Extension:  FHWA:  Draft — ^Pio  Nono 
Avenue  Widening,  Bibb  County, 
Georgia— publislwd  in  the  Federal 


Register  August  28, 1981 — the  review  ' 
period  for  this  EIS  has  been  extended- 
until  October  30, 1981  (EIS  Order 
#810665). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

EPA2:  Final  Supplement — Manasquan 
River  Region  Wastewater  Facilities 
Plan,  Grant,  Monmouth  County,  New 
Jersey;  the  review  period  for  this  EIS  has 
been  granted  a  waiver  (EIS  Order 
#810787). 

EPA4:  Draft — ^Tallahassee-Leon 
County  Wastewater  Treatment 
Facilities  Management  Plan,  Leon 
County,  Florida;  the  review  period  for 
this  EIS  has  been  extended  until 
November  20, 1981  (EIS  Order  #810771). 

EPA4:  Draft — Southern  Region  Area 
Wastewater  Treatment  Facilities,  Palm 
Beach,  Florida;  the  review  period  for  this 
EIS  has  been  extended  until  November 
30, 1981  (EIS  Order  #810780). 

EPA4:  Draft — Mill  Creek  Area 
Wastewater  Facilities,  Jefferson  County, 
Kentucky,  the  review  period  for  this  EIS 
has  been  extended  until  December  4, 

1981  (EIS  Order  #810773). 

EPA4:  Draft — Hancock  County 
Generating  Stations  Units  1  and  2, 
Hancock  County,  Kentucky;  the  review 
period  for  this  QS  has  been  extended 
until  November  13, 1981  (EIS  Order 
#810781). 

General  Services  Administration 

Draft — Chula  Vista  Border  Patrol 
Station  Renovation,  San  Diego  County, 
California  (EIS  Order  #810758). 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

Draft — ^Edgemont  Uranium  Mill 
Decommissioning,  Fall  River  and  Custer 
Coimties,  South  Dakota  (EIS  Order 
#810776). 

Department  of  the  Interior 

BLM:  Draft — 1982  OCS  Oil  and  Gas 
Lease  Sale  No.  52,  Atlantic  Ocean, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  New 
York,  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania;  the 
review  period  for  this  EIS  has  been 
extended  until  November  23, 1981  (EIS 
Order  #810783). 

BLM:  Final — ^Benton-Owens  Valley 
Livestock  Grazing  Management  Plan, 
Inyo  and  Mono  Counties,  California  (EIS 
Order  #810753). 

BLM:  Final — Southern  Rio  Grande 
Grazing  Mamagement  Plan,  New  Mexico 
(EIS  Order  #810784). 

BLM:  Final — Paradise-Denio  Livestock 
Grazing  Management  Program, 
Humboldt  and  Pershing  Counties, 
Nevada  (EIS  Order  #810757). 

BLM:  Final — Sonoma-Gerlach 
Livestock  Grazing  Management  Plan, 
Nevada  (EIS  Ordw  #810757). 
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BR:  Draft — Anderson  Ranch 
Powerplant,  Unit  3,  Elmore  County, 
Idaho;  the  review  period  for  this  has 
been  extended  until  December  16, 1981 
(EIS  Order  #810768). 

BR:  Draft — Minidoka  Powerplant, 
Rehabilitation  and  Enlargement, 
Minidoka  County,  Idaho;  the  review 
period  for  this  EIS  has  been  extended 
until  December  17, 1981  (EIS  Order 
#810777). 

GS:  Draft — Smokey  Canyon 
Phosphate  Mine,  Caribou  County,  Idaho 
(EIS  Order  #810770). 

NPS:  Draft— US  101  Bypass,  Redwood 
National  Forest,  Humboldt  and  Del 
Norte  Counties,  California  (EIS  Order 
#810779). 

[FR  Doc.  81-28000  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-37-M 


[ER-FRL-1943-1] 

Comments  on  Environmental  Impact 
Statements  and  Other  Actions 
Impacting  the  Environment; 

Availability  of  Report 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A- 
104),  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
purpose:  Pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  section  102(2)(c)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and 
section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  has  reviewed  and 
commented  in  writing  on  Federal  agency 
actions  impacting  the  environment. 
SUMMARY  OF  NOTICE:  A  report  which 
identifies  EPA's  comments  on  EIS’s  and 
other  actions  impacting  the  environment 
which  were  released  during  August  1961 
has  been  prepared  and  is  available  upon 
request.  To  obtain  a  copy  of  this  report 
you  should  contact;  Ms.  Kathi  L.  Wilson, 
Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A-104),  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

CONTENTS  OF  REPORT:  The  report 
contains  the  type  and  title  of  the 
document  reviewed  by  EPA,  the  agency 
responsible  for  preparing  the  document, 
the  EPA  review  control  number,  the 
classification  of  the  nature  of  EPA’s 
comments  for  draft  EIS’s  and  a  summary 
of  the  EPA’s  comments  is  given  for  Hnal 
EIS's  and  other  actions. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  )r.. 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities. 
September  22, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-28001  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-37-M 


[EN-FRL-1942-8] 

Extension  of  Time  To  Consider 
Application  for  a  Fuel  Waiver 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Notice. 


summary:  This  notice  extends,  by  10 
days,  the  time  for  the  Administrator  to 
act  on  an  application  for  a  fuel  waiver 
submitted  by  Anafuel  Unlimited. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Thomas  E.  Moore,  Attorney-Advisor, 
Field  Operations  and  Support  Division 
(EN-397),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460.  Telephone  number  (202)  382- 
2664. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

February  20, 1981,  EPA  received  from 
Anafuel  Unlimited  (Anafuel)  an 
application  for  waiver  of  the 
prohibitions  in  section  211(f)(1)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (Act),  42  U.S.C. 

§  7545(f)(1),  for  “Petrocoal,”  a  fuel 
consisting  of  imleaded  gasoline,  up  to  12 
percent  (by  volume)  methanol,  and  other 
substances.  See  46  FR  21695  (April  13, 
1981).  Under  section  211(f)(4)  of  the  Act, 
the  180-day  period  for  the  Administrator 
to  grant  or  deny  the  waiver  would  have 
expired  on  August  19, 1981.  That  period 
was  extended  by  30  days,  with 
agreement  from  Anafuel  and  EPA,  to 
provide  the  OfHce  of  Management  and 
Budget  additional  time  to  review  EPA’s 
proposed  action  under  Executive  Order 
12291.  See  46  FR  43082  (August  26, 1981). 

Anafuel  and  EPA  have  agreed  to 
extend  the  time  period  by  an  additional 
10  days,  until  September  28, 1981. 
Anafuel’s  letter  addressing  the 
extension  has  been  placed  in  the  public 
docket  for  the  application.  The  docket, 
EN-81-8,  is  located  at  the  Central 
Docket  Section  (A-130)  of  the 
Environmental  detection  Agency, 
Gallery  I — West  Tower,  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  and  is 
available  for  inspection  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.  As 
provided  in  40  CFR  Part  2,  a  reasonable 
fee  may  be  charged  for  copying  services. 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27894  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  6S60-33-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Alaska  Broadcasters  Association; 
Briefing 

September  21, 1981. 

The  Federal  Communications 
Com^ssion  will  hear  a  90-minute 
briefing  presented  by  the  Alaska 
Broadcasters  Association  at  10:00  a.m., 
Monday,  September  28,  in  Room  856,  at 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  briefing  will  be  repeated  at  2:00 
p.m.  in  the  same  location  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Commission’s  Bureau  and  Office 
Staffs.  Both  the  10:00  a.m.  ahd  the  2:00 
p.m.  briefing  are  open  to  the  public. 

Subjects  to  be  included  in  the  briefing 
are: 

1.  Introduction  to  Alaska  Broadcasters 
Association — A.  G.  Hiebert 

2.  Video  tape  presentation  of  “This  Is 
Alaska” — ^Patty  Harpel 

3.  Small  Market/Rural  Radio  in  Alaska — 
Tom  Busch 

4.  Large  Market/Urban  Radio  in  Alaska — 
Gene  Henderson 

5.  Alaska's  Public  Radio  &  Television — 
Charles  Northrip 

6.  Military  Br^dcasting  to  Remote  Arctic 
Sites — Bill  Whipple 

7.  Alaska’s  Television  Industry — A1 
Bramstedt,  Jr. 

8.  Tape-Delayed  Network  vs.  Live  Cable 
TV  Programming — ^Ron  Moore 

9.  Arctic  Broadcast  Engineering — ^Unique 
Challenges — Henry  Hove 

10.  Alaska's  Population  &  Economic 
Profile — Duane  Triplett 

11.  ABA  and  the  EEO.  Fairness  Doctrine 
and  the  Environment — ^Roy  Robinson 

12.  Questions  and  Answers — Patty  Harpel 
Issued:  September  21, 1981. 

William ).  Tricarico, 

Secretary,  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27901  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Agreements  Nos.  T-3800-B  and  T-39901 

Availability  of  Findings  of  No 
Significant  Impact 

Upon  completion  of  environmental 
assessments,  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission’s  Office  of  Energy  and 
Enviroiunental  Impact  has  determined 
that  the  Commission’s  decision  on  the 
proposed  actions  listed  below  will  not 
constitute  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Enviroiunental  Policy 
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Act  of  1969, 42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and 
that  preparation  of  environmental 
impact  statements  is  not  required. 

Agreement  No.  T-3800-B  is  a  terminal 
agreement  betrween  the  City  of  Long 
Beach  (Long  Beach)  and  California 
United  Terminals  (CUT),  which  involves 
the  rental,  use  and  operation  of  two 
container  cranes  at  the  Port  of  Long. 
Beach. 

Agreement  No.  T-3990  is  between  the 
Port  Everglades  Authority  (PEA)  and 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land). 

Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement  PEA 
will  lease  to  Sea-Land  an  area  of  some 
5.85  acres  of  vacant  property  in  the  City 
of  Hollywood,  Florida  for  cargo  handling 
purposes. 

The  Findings  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSI)  will  become  final  within  10 
days  of  publication  of  this  Notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  unless  petitions  for 
review  are  filed  pursuant  to  46  CFR 
547.6(b). 

The  FONSI  and  related  environmental 
assessments  are  available  for  inspection 
on  request  from  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Room  11101,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  telephone  (202)  523-5725. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27923  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

American  National  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

American  National  Corporation, 
Chicago,  Illinois  (a  wholly-owned 
inactive  subsidiary  of  Walter  E.  Heller 
International  Corporation,  Chicago, 
Illinois),  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares,  less  directors* 
qualifying  shares,  of  American  National 
Bank  and  Trust  Company  of  Chicago, 
Chicago,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  15, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 


the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27843  Piled  9-24-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bourbon  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Bourbon  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Paris, 
Kentucky,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares,  of  Bourbon 
Agricultural  Bank  and  Trust  Company, 
Paris,  Kentucky.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
October  21, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27844  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Executive  Banking  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Executive  Banking  Corporation, 

Miami,  Florida,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Jefferson 
National  Bank  at  Kendall,  Miami, 
Florida.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 


received  no  later  than  October  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27845  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas, 

Inc.;  Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  City  Bancorporation  of  Texas, 
Inc.,  Houston,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares,  less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares,  of  Forest  Hill  State 
Bank,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  a  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Forest  Hill 
Bancshares.  In  addition.  Applicant  has 
applied  pursuant  to  section  3(a)(5)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(5))  to  merge  Forest  Hill 
Bancshares  with  its  existing  subsidiary. 
First  Security  National  Corporation.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27848  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Etowah  Bancorp  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Etowah  Bancorp  Inc.,  Glencoe, 
Alabama,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
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Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1342(a](l]]  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  the  First  Citizens  Bank 
of  Etowah,  Glencoe,  Alabama.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  21, 1981*. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27847  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  621(H)1-M 


International  Bancshares  Corp.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

International  Bancshares  Corporation, 
Laredo,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares,  less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares,  of  Commerce  Bank, 
N.A.,  Laredo,  Texas,  a  proposed  new 
bank.  'The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1961. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc  81-27^48  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Merchants  Capital  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Merchants  Capital  Corporation, 
Vicksburg,  Mississippi,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  tmder  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Merchants  National  Bank  at  Vicksburg, 
Mississippi.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  October  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  simunarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27849  FUed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Peoples  National  Corporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Peoples  National  Corporation,  Inc., 
Columbus  Junction,  Iowa,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Peoples  National  Bank  of  Coliunbus 
Jimction,  Columbus  Junction,  Iowa.  The 
factors  that  €0*0  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  thtin  October  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doa  61-27850  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  un| 

BNJJNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


Rio  Grande  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Rio  Grande  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Del  Norte, 
Colorado,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Rio  Grande  County 
Bank,  Del  Norte,  Colorado.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boai^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  no  later  than  OctoW  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27851  Filed  9-24-81: 8.'45  am] 

BILLNia  CODE  6210-01-M 


Texas  Commerce  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Texas  Commerce  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Houstoii,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  ' 

U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares,  less,directors’ 
qualifying  shares,  of  The  Stone  Fort 
National  Bank  of  Nacogdoches, 
Nacogdoches,  Texas.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  no  later  than  October  21, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 


47302 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  186  /  Friday,  September  25,  1981  /  Notices 


statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  sufHce  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-278S2  FUed  9-24-81;  8:46  am] 

BKJJNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


United  National  Bancorporation; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

United  National  Bancorporation, 
Huntingdon,  Pennsylvania,  has  applied 
for  the  Board's  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Union 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Company  of 
Huntingdon,  Himtingdon,  Pennsylvania. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
I%iladelphia.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  ivriting  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
October  21, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  heeiring  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  September  21. 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.  81-27853  FUed  9-24-81;  8;45  am] 

BttJJNQ  CODE  S210-01-M 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Early  Termination  of  the  Waiting 
Period  of  the  Premerger  Notification 
Rules;  Wendy’s  International,  Inc. 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
action:  Granting  of  request  for  early 
termination  of  the  waiting  period  of  the 
premerger  notification  rules. 

SUMMARY:  Wendy’s  International,  Inc.  is 
granted  early  termination  of  the  waiting 
period  provided  by  law  and  the 
premerger  notification  rules  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  acquisition  of  all  voting 


securities  of  Interpoint  Corp.  The  grant 
was  made  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  and  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General  in  charge  of  the  Antitrust 
Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice  in 
response  to  a  request  for  early 
termination  submitted  by  Interpoint. 
Neither  agency  intends  to  take  any 
action  with  respect  to  this  acquisition 
during  the  waiting  period. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  11, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Roberta  Baruch,  Senior  Attorney, 
Premerger  Notification  Office,  Bureau  of 
Competition,  Room  301,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20580, 
(202)  523-3894. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
7A  of  the  Clayton  Act,  15  U.S.C.  18a,  as 
added  by  Title  n  of  the  Hart-Scott- 
Rodino  Antitrust  Improvements  Act  of 
1976,  requires  persons  contemplating 
certain  mergers  or  acquisitions  to  give 
the  Commission  and  Assistant  Attorney 
General  advance  notice  and  to  wait 
designated  periods  before 
consummation  of  such  plans.  Section 
7A(b)(2)  of  the  Act  permits  the  agencies, 
in  individual  cases,  to  terminate  this 
waiting  period  prior  to  its  expiration  and 
requires  that  notice  of  this  action  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27820  FUed  9-24..ei;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  STSO-OI-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  81F-0244] 

Ciba-Geigy  Corp.;  Filing  of  Food 
Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  that 
Ciba-Geigy  Corp.  has  filed  a  petition 
proposing  that  ffie  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  calcium 
bis[monoethyl(3,5-di-tert-butyl-4- 
hydroxybenzyl)  phosphonate]  as  an 
antioxidant  and  stabilizer  for  olefin 
polymers  complying  with  21  CFR 
177.1520(c). 

FOR  FURTHER  Nff^ORMATION  CONTACT: 

Garnett  R.  Higginbotham,  Bureau  of 
Foods  (HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW.. 
Washington.  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP 1B3571)  has  been  filed  by 
Ciba-Geigy  Corp.,  Ardsley,  NY  10502, 
proposing  that  21  CFR  178.2010(b)  of  the 
food  additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  calcium 
bis[monoethyl(3,5-di-tert-butyl-4- 
hydroxybenzyl)phosphonate]  as  an 
antioxidant  and  stabilizer  for  olefin 
polymers  complying  with  21  CFR 
177.1520(c). 

*  The  agency  has  carefully  considered 
the  potential  environmental  effects  of 
this  action  and  has  concluded  that  the 
action  will  not  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  human  environment  and  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required.  The  agency's  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  and  the 
environmental  assessment  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  between  9 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  September  14, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27584  FUed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BlUING  CODE  4110-OS-M 


[Docket  No.  81F-0261] 

Protein  Corp.  of  America;  Withdrawal 
of  Petition  for  Food  Additive 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  aimoimces  the 
withdrawal  without  prejudice  of  the 
petition  proposing  the  safe  use  of 
modified  cottonseed  products  in  food. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Garnett  R.  Higginbotham,  Bureau  of 
Foods  (HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  20Z-472-5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C. 
348(b))),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

In  accordance  with  §  171.1  Petitions 
(21  CFR  171.1),  FDA  has  withdrawn  the 
petition  (FAP  3A2822)  filed  by  Protein 
Corp.  of  America,  formerly  located  at 
1901  Ave.  of  the  Stars,  Century  City,  CA 
90067.  The  notice  of  filing,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  September  12, 
1972  (37  FR  18483),  proposed  that  the 
food  additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  modified 
cottonseed  products  in  food. 
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The  petitioner  was  notified  in  a  letter 
of  May  15, 1973,  that  consideration  of 
the  petitioned  use  of  modified 
cottonseed  products  would  require  the 
submission  and  evaluation  of  specific 
additional  data  to  support  such  use. 
Subsequent  attempts  to  contract  the 
petitioner  were  unsuccessful.  Because 
the  required  information  has  not  been 
submitted,  the  petition  is  now 
considered  by  the  agency  to  be 
withdrawn  without  prejudice  in 
accordance  with  §  171.1(j)  (21  CFR 
171.1(j))  which  requires  Aat  such 
requested  information  be  submitted 
within  180  days  after  filing  of  the 
petition  or  it  will  be  considered 
withdrawn  without  prejudice.  Future 
consideration  of  the  use  of  modified 
cottonseed  products  in  food  will  require 
the  submission  of  a  new  food  additive 
petition. 

Dated:  September  15, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27583  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


Consumer  Participation;  Notice  of 
Open  Meeting 

AQCNCv:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Adaiinistration  (FDA)  announces  a 
forthcoming  consumer  exchange  meeting 
to  be  chaired  by  the  Conunissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

date:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at  10 
a.m.,  Monday,  October  5, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Hubert  H.  Humphrey  Bldg. 
Auditorium,  200  Independence  Ave., 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Alexander  Grant,  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Consumer  Affairs 
(HFE-1),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rm.  16-85,  Rockville, 
MD  20857,  301-443-5006. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  exchange 
information  between  FDA  officials  and 
consumer  representatives,  by  providing 
an  opportunity  for  consumer 
representatives  to  present  their  views 
directly  to  the  Commissioner  and  to  the 
top  managers  of  FDA,  by  seeking 
solutions  to  any  problems  agreed  on 
during  this  oommunication,  and  by 
giving  the  hgency  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  cmd  Gommunicate  vital  health 
and  policy  issues  to  the  concerned 
public.  Proposed  discussion  at  the 
meeting  wffi  focus  on  the  Food  Safety 
Amendments  of  1981. 


Dated:  September  18, 1981. 
William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc  81-27724  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  411(M)3-H 


[FDA  225-81-4001] 

Telecommunications  Equipment; 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  With 
the  Mississippi  State  Board  of  Health 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  - 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  has  executed  a 
memorandum  of  understanding  with  the 
Mississippi  State  Board  of  Hedth.  The 
purpose  of  the  memorandum  is  to 
establish  the  procedures  and  guidelines 
for  the  operation,  maintenance,  and 
protection  of  FDA-rented  ARS 
telecommunications  equipment  located 
at  880  Lakeland  Dr.,  Jaokson,  MS  39216. 
DATE:  The  memorandum  of 
understanding  became  effective  August 
3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Walter  J.  Kustka,  Interagency  and 
Industry  Affairs  Staff  (HFC-50),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
1583. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FDA’s 
piolicy  is  to  publish  in  the  Federal 
Renter  all  agreements  and  memoranda 
of  understanding  between  FDA  and 
others  (21  CFR  20.108(c}}.  Therefore,  the 
agency  is  publishing  the  following 
memorandum  of  understanding: 

Memorandum  of  Understanifing  Between  the 
Mississippi  State  Board  of  Health  and  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

I.  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  this  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  is  to  establish  the 
procedures  and  guidelines  for  the  operation, 
maintenance,  and  protection  of  FDA-rented 
ARS  telecommunications  equipment  located 
at  880  Lakeland  Dr.,  Jackson,  MS  39218. 

//.  Background 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
has  installed  telecommunication  transmission 
and  receiving  terminals  at  State  agencies  that 
regulate  foods  and  drugs.  These  terminals  are 
generally  placed  at  the  agency  diat  has  the 
primary  responsibility  for  regiilating  foods 
and  dr^s  m  that  State.  However,  there  may 
be  a  number  of  odier  agencies  in  each  State 
that  also  have  regulatory  responsibilities  in 
this  area.  The  Missieeippi  State  Beard  of 
Healtii  (M8BH),  as  ^  agency  receiving  the 
•terminal,  agrees  to  share  Nre  use  of  the 
terminal  with  other  agencies  m  Mississippi 
having  responsibilities  for  the  regulation  of 
foods  and  drugs. 


In  addition  to  terminal-sharing,  the  two 
agencies  must  assure  proper  security,  proper 
operation,  and  necessary  support  for  the 
equipment. 

HI.  Substance  of  the  Agreement 

A.  The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
agrees: 

1.  To  pay  the  cost  of  initial  installation  of 
the  equipment  and  the  relocation  installation 
costs  if  the  relocation  is  in  conjunction  with  a 
move  of  MSBH  to  a  new  address. 

2.  To  pay  the  mondily  rental  cost  directly  to 
GSA  and  Western  Union. 

3.  To  identify  for  MSBH  those  agencies  in 
Mississippi  which  miut  be  included  in  the 
terminal-sharing  plan. 

4.  To  make  arrangements  with  Western 
Union  for  the  training  of  terminal  operators. 

5.  To  provide  an  Operators'  Instruction 
ManuaL 

B.  The  Mississippi  State  Board  of  Healdi 
agrees: 

1.  To  provide  a  suitable  physical  location 
with  adequate  security  for  die  equipment. 

2.  To  provide  and  pay  for  elecMc  power  to 
operate  the  terminal  (110  vohs). 

3.  To  pay  for  any  relocation  costs,  except 
those  in  conjunction  with  a  move  oi  the 
MSBH  to  a  new  address. 

4.  To  provide  paper,  tape,  and  other 
material  necessary  for  die  operation  of  die 
equipment 

5.  To  develop  widi  odier  agencies  in 
Mississippi  a  terminal-sharing  pkn  that  is 
acceptable  to  FDA 

8.  To  share  the  terminal  with  other  food 
and  drug  agencies  in  the  State  acourding  to  a 
terminal-sharing  plan  agreed  to  by  each 
potential  user. 

7.  To  submit  a  monthly  traffic  log  to  the 
FDA  Regional  Office  (form  to  be  foniished  by 
FDA). 

&  To  forward  promptly  aD  messages 
received  for  the  otheragencies  on  the 
terminal-sharing  plan.  To  transmit  prompdy 
messages  to  FDA  received  firom  the  agencies 
on  the  terminal-sharing  plan. 

9.  To  maintain  operator  coverage  for  the 
terminal  during  the  normal  woridng  hours  of 
MSBH. 

10.  To  notify  vendor  (Western  Union)  of 
any  breakdown  of  the  equipment  or  other 
need  for  maintenance. 

11.  To  notify  FDA  (Region  IV  at 
Headquarters)  of  periods  that  die  equipment 
is  out-of-service. 

12.  To  use  the  system  only  fw 
communication  between  M^H  and  FDA 
(Regional,  DistricL  or  Headquarters  Offices). 

IV.  Name  and  Address  of  Participating 
Agencies 

Mississippi  State  Board  tA  Health,  880 
Lakeland  Dr..  Jackson,  MS  39216. 

Food  and  D^  Administratioai,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  RockviBe,  Kfi)  TttSSP. 

V.  Liaison  Officers 

For  Mississippi  State  Boaid  sf  Haeldi 

Director,  Divishm  of  Fbod  and  General 
Sanitation,  (currandy  Paul  M.  Maiddn),  880 
Lakeland  Dr.,  Jaskson,  MB  36216, 601-682- 
6290. 
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For  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
Director,  Nashville  District  Office, 
(currently  Hayward  E.  Mayfield),  297  Plus 
Park  Blvd.,  Nashville,  TN  37217, 615-251- 
5851. 

VI.  Period  of  Agreement 
This  agreement,  when  accepted  by  both 
parties,  will  be  effective  until  terminated.  It 
may  be  terminated  by  either  party  upon  a  30- 
day  advance  written  notice  to  the  other. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  the  Mississippi 
State  Board  of  Health. 

Paul  M.  Rankin,  • 

Director,  Food,  Vector  Control  and  General 
Sanitation  Branch. 

Date:  July  24, 1981. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

M.  D.  Kinslow, 

Regional  Food  and  Drug  Director. 

Date:  August  3, 1981. 

Effective  date,  this  memorandum  of 
understanding  became  effective  August  3. 
1981. 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissianer  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27723  Filed  S-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 


Health  Services  Administration 

Filing  of  Annual  Report  of  interagency 
Committee  on  Emergency  Medical 
Service 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  13  of  Public  Law  92-463,  the 
Annual  Report  for  the  following  Health 
Services  Administration  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  has  been  filed  with 
the  Library  of  Congress; 

Interagency  Committee  on  Emergency 
Medicid  Services 

Copies  are  available  to  the  public  for 
inspection  at  the  Library  of  Congress, 
Newspaper  and  Current  Periodical 
Reading  Room,  Room  1026,  Thomas 
Jefferson  Building,  Second  Street  and 
Independence  Avenue,  S.E., 

Washington,  D.C.,  or  weekdays  between 
9:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  at  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  Department  Library,  North 
Building,  Room  1436,  330  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 
Telephone  (202)  245-6791. 

Dated:  September  17, 1981. 

William  H.  Aspden,  Jr., 

Associate  Administrator  for  Management. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27829  Filed  9-24-81. 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-94-M 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

Biomedical  Library  Review  Committee 
and  the  Subcommittee  for  the  Review 
of  Medical  Library  Resource 
Improvement  Grant  Applications; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Biomedical  Library  Review  Committee 
on  November  9-10, 1981,  convening  each 
day  at  8:30  a.m.  in  the  Board  Room  of 
the  National  Library  of  Medicine,  8600 
Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  to 
adjournment  on  November  10,  and  the 
meeting  of  the  Subcommittee  for  the 
Review  of  Medical  Library  Resource 
Improvement  Grant  Applications  on 
November  11  &om  9:00  a.m.  to 
approximately  12:00  noon  also  in  the 
Board  Room. 

The  meeting  on  November  9  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  8:30  to  11:00  a.m. 
for  the  discussion  of  administrative 
reports  and  progr^im  developments. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c](4)  and 
552b(c){6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code,  and 
Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
regular  meeting  and  the  subcommittee 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  for 
the  review,  discussion,  and  evaluation 
of  individual  grant  applications,  as 
follows:  November  9  from  11:00  a.m.  to 
5:00  p.m.,  November  10  bom  8:30  a.m.  to 
adjournment;  and  November  11  for  the 
subcommittee  meeting  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
12:00  noon.  These  applications  and  the 
discussion  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commerical  property, 
such  as  patentable  materials,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with 
applications,  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Dr.  Roger  W.  Dahlen,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Committee,  and  Chief, 
Division  of  Biomedical  Information 
Support,  Extramural  Programs,  National 
Library  of  Medicine,  8600  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda.  Maryland  20209,  telephone 
number  301-496-4191,  will  provide 
summaries  of  the  meeting,  rosters  of  the 
committee  members,  and  other 
information  pertaining  to  the  meeting. 

Dated:  September  17, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Acting  Director,  National  Institutes  af  Health. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.879 — ^Medical  Library 
Assistance,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Note. — ^NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by 
OMB  Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the 
description  of  “programs  not  considered 


appropriate”  in  section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that 
Circular. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27838  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-4ie-M 


General  Research  Support  Review 
Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
General  Reseeirch  Support  Review 
Committee,  Division  of  Research 
Resources,  November  12-13, 1981  at  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  in  Conference 
Room  4,  Building  3lA,  9000  Rockville 
Pike,  Bethesda.  Maryland  20205. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  approximately 
1:30  p.m.  on  November  12, 1981,  to 
discuss  policy  matters  relating  to  the 
Minority  Biomedical  Support  Program. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4]  and 
552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10{d}  of  I^b.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  November  12, 
1981,  from  approximately  1:30  p.m.  to 
5:00  p.m.  and  on  November  13  from  8:30 
a.m.  to  adjournment  for  the  review, 
discussion  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications  submitted  to  the 
Minority  Biomedical  Support  Program. 
These  applications  and  discussions 
eould  reveal  confidential  trade  secrets 
or  commercial  property  such  as 
patentable  material,  and  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  applications, 
disclosure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Mr.  James  Augustine,  Information 
Officer,  Division  of  Research  Resources, 

'  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Building 
31,  Room  5B13,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  telephone  (301)  496-5545,  will 
provide  summaries  of  meeting  and 
rosters  of  committee  members.  Dr. 
Sidney  A.  McNairy,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  General  Research  Support  Review 
Committee.  Building  31,  Room  5B29, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20205,  telephone 
'  (301)  496-6743  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information. 

Dated:  September  17, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  domestic  Assistance 
Programs  No.  13.375,  Minority  Biomedical 
Support  Program,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Note.— HIH  programs  are  not  covered  by 
OMB  Circular  A-9S  because  they  fit  the 
description  of  "programs  not  considered 
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appropriate”  in  section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that 
Circular. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27837  Filed  ».24-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-0e-M 


Minority  Access  to  Research  Careers 
Review  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Minority  Access  to  Research  Careers 
Review  Committee,  National  Institute  of 
General  Medical  Sciencies,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31-C, 
Conference  Room  9,  on  November  9-10, 
1981, 9:00  a.ni. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  November  9,  9:00  a.m.  to  10:30 
a.m.  The  meeting  will  consist  of  opening 
remarks  and  discussion  of  procedural 
matters.  Attendance  by  the  pubUc  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c}(6],  Title  5,  U.S. 
Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L  92-462, 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
for  approximately  the  last  six  hours  of 
the  day  on  November  9,  and  until 
adjournment  on  November  10.  It  is 
estimated  that  this  will  occur  from  10:30 
a.m.  to  5:00  p  jn.,  on  Nov.  9,  and  on  Nov. 
10  from  9:00  a.m.  until  adjournment,  for 
the  review,  discission,  and  evaluation 
of  institutional  and  individual  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  applications,  the 
disclosure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of  person 
privacy. 

Ms.  Ellen  Casselberry,  Public 
Information  Officer,  NIGMS,  Westwood 
Building,  Room  9A-10,  5333  Westbard 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205, 
telephone  (301)  496-7301,  will  furnish 
summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  and  a 
roster  of  committee  members. 

Substantive  program  information  may 
be  obtained  from  Harriet  L  Gordon, 
MJ}.,  Executive  Secretary,  Westwood 
Building,  Room  949,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  telephone  (301)  496-7585. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  13.880,  Minority  Access  to  Research 
Careers  (MARC),  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services) 

Note. — NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by 
OMB  Circular  A-95  because  they  6t  the 
description  of  "programs  not  considered 
appropriate”  in  section  a(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that 
Circular. 


Dated:  September  17, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health, 

(FR  Doc.  81-27840  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  em] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-48-M 


National  Advisory  Research 
Resources  Council;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Research  Resources 
Council,  Division  of  Research  Resources 
(DRR),  October  15-16, 1981,  Conference 
Room  4,  Bldg.  31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
MD  20205. 

The  meeting  will  convene  on  October 
15, 1981,  at  9:00  a  on.  in  open  session  for 
the  regular  conduct  of  Council  business, 
a  report  by  the  Acting  Director,  DRR; 
staff  reports  by  the  Directors  of  the 
Animal  Resources,  Biotechnology 
Resources,  Biomedical  Research 
Support,  General  Clinical  Research 
Centers,  and  Minority  Biomedical 
Support  Programs;  reports  on  the 
Research  Resources  Coordinating 
Committee;  Models  for  Biomedical 
Research,  and  a  review  of  the  plan  for 
the  Shared  Instrumentation  Program  by 
members  of  the  DRR  staff;  a  talk  on  the 
National  Science  Foundation 
Instrumentation  Activities  by  Dr. 

William  F.  Raub,  Associate  Director  for 
Extramural  Research  and  Training, 

Office  of  the  Director,  NIH;  and  a  budget 
report  by  the  Executive  Officer,  DRR. 

The  meeting  will  continue  from 
approximately  1:00  p.m.  to  3:00  p.m.  as 
follows:  Animal  Resources  Program 
Work  Group,  Rm.  2A52;  Biotechnology 
Resources  ftogreim  Work  Group,  Rm. 
7A24;  Biomedical  Research  Support 
Program  Work  Group,  Rm.  8A2% 

General  Clinical  Research  Centers 
Program  Work  Group,  Rm.  9A51:  and 
Minority  Biomediced  Support  Program 
Work  Group,  Conference  Rm.  4.  The 
meeting  will  reconvene  in  open  session 
on  Friday,  October  16,  in  Conference 
Room  4,  at  8:30  a.m.  until  approximately 
10:30  a.m.  for  Program  Work  Group 
reports  and  recommendations  to  the 
Council  for  discussion  and  action. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6)  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^b.  L  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  October  15 
from  approximately  3:00  p.m.  to  recess, 
and  on  October  16  from  approximately 
10:30  a  ju.  to  adjournment  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  These  applications 


and  the  discussions  could  reveal 
confidential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property  such  as  patentable  material 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mr.  James  Augustine,  Information 
Officer,  Division  of  Research  Resources, 
Rm.  5B13,  Bldg.  31.  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda,  MD  20205,  (301)496- 
5545,  will  provide  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  the  Council 
members.  Dr.  James  F.  O’Donnell,  Acting 
Director,  Division  of  Research 
Resources,  Rm.  5D03,  Bldg.  31,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  MD 
20205,  (301)  496-6023,  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information  and 
will  receive  any  comments  pertaining  to 
this  announcement. 

Dated;  September  17. 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone. 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Dmnratic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.306,  Laboratory  Animal 
Sciences  and  Primate  Research;  13.333. 
Clinical  Research;  13.337,  Biomedieal 
Research  Support;  13.371.  Biotechnology 
Resources;  13.375,  Minority  Biomedfcal 
Support;  Nadonal  Institutes  of  Health) 

Note. — ^NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by 
OMB  Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the 
description  of  “programs  not  considered 
appropriate”  in  Section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that 
Ciroular. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27889  Filed  9-24-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLBIG  CODE  41t<MM-«l 


Public  Health  Service 

National  Toxicology  Program;  NTP 
Releases  Cancer  Bioassay  Reports  on 
Cytembena,  Di(2-ethylhexyl)adipate, 
and  Caprolactam 

The  National  Toxicology  Program 
(NTP)  of  the  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services  today  aimounced  the 
availability  of  Technical  Reports  of 
cancer  bioassays  of  Cytembena,  a  drug; 
Di(2-ethylhexyl)adipate,  a  plasticizer; 
and  Caprolactam,  a  chemical  used  to 
make  synthetic  fibers. 

Di(2-ethylhexyl)adipate,  a  chemical 
widely  used  in  plastic  production, 
caused  cancer  in  mice  but  was  non* 
carcinogenic  for  rats  in  a  103  week 
feeding  study.  The  chemical  caused 
hepatocellular  adenomas  in  male  mice 
and  hepatocellular  carcinomas  in 
females. 

Cytembena,  once  considered  a 
promising  anti-cancer  drug  until  proven 
unsuccessful  in  clinical  trials,  caused 
mesotheliomas  in  male  rats  and 


47306 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  186  /  Friday.  September  25,  1981  /  Notices 


mammary  tumors  in  the  females. 
Cytembena  did  not  cause  cancer  in  mice 
in  a  104  week  feeding  study. 

Caprolactam,  a  chemical  used  in 
manufacturing  nylon  and  other  synthetic 
fibers,  was  non-carcinogenic  in  a  103 
week  feeding  study. 

These  carcinogenesis  bioassays  were 
conducted  by  the  NTP’s  National  Cancer 
Institute  component.  These  tests  Screen 
chemicals  for  cancer-causing  activity  in 
animals.  A  positive  result  demonstrates 
that  a  test  chemical  is  carcinogenic  for 
animals  under  the  conditions  of  the  test 
and  indicates  that  exposure  to  the 
chemical  may  pose  a  potential  risk  to 
humans.  However,  these  tests  cannot  be 
used  to  predict  the  frequency  at  which 
cancers  may  be  produced  in  human 
populations  under  actual  exposure 
conditions. 

Copies  of  these  reports — Bioassays  of 
Cytembena  for  Possible  Carcinogenicity 
(T.R.  207),  Bioassays  of  Di(2- 
ethylhexyl)Adipate  for  Possible 
Carcinogenicity  (T.R.  212]  and 
Bioassays  of  Caprolactam  for  Possible 
Carcinogenicity  (T.R.  214]  are  available 
by  writing  to  the  Public  Information 
OfHce,  National  Toxicology  Program, 
MD  B2-04,  Box  12233,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  N.C.  27709.  Telephone:  (919]  541- 
3^1.  FTS  629-3991. 

Dated:  September  21, 1981. 

David  P.  Rail, 

Director,  National  Toxicology  Program. 

|FR  Doc.  ai-27841  Filed  9-24-6i;  S:4S  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-0a-M  . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Louisiana;  Application  of 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  under 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920  (30  U.S.C.  185]  as  amended  by  the 
Pub.  L.  93-153,  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation,  has  applied  for  a 
36"  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
that  will  cross  the  following  lands: 

T.  13  S„  R.  13  W., 

Secs.  4, 9, 21, 28  and  33. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  13  W., 

Secs.  4, 9  and  17. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  7.936  miles  of  the  Sabine 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Cameron 
Parish,  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  United  States  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  will  be  proceeding 
with  consideration  of  whether  the 
application  should  be  approved,  and  if 
so.  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 


Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  within  thirty 
(30]  days  and  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  75  Spring 
Street,  S.W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303. 
Phillip  S.  Morgan. 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

September  10, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  S1-Z7834  Filed  B-24-61;  8;4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(Serial  No.  A 17000-F  (Partial)] 

Arizona;  Classification  of  Public  Lands 
for  State  Indemnity  Selection 

In  Federal  Register  Document  81- 
24301  appearing  on  page  42356  of  the 
issue  for  August  20. 1981,  the  following 
change  should  be  made  for  application 
A  17000-F  (partial): 

Under  T.  14  S.,  R.  12  E.,  Section  35:  Lots  1, 

2.  NVaNWya.  SWVaNWya,  NWyaSEyaNWya, 
SWyaSEyaNWya.  WVtSWV*  should  be  Lots  1, 
2.  N'/aNWya,  SWyaNWya,  NWyeSEyaNWya, 
SWViSEyaNWya.  NViSWya. 

Dated:  September  17, 1981. 

W.  K.  Barker, 

Acting  State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27633  Filed  9-24.01;  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-64-M 


(1784.711 

Montana;  Lewistown  District  Advisory 
Council;  Meeting 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

.  action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  Lewistown  District 
Advisory  Council  will  meet  October  21 
and  October  22, 1981.  The  agenda  will 
be: 

October  21 
8:00  a.m. 

Depart  Ramada  Inn;  Field  Tour  of  Central 
Billings  Resource  Area 
12:00  p.m. 

Return  to  Ramada  Inn 
1:00  p.m. 

Discussion — Dehne  Multiple  Use  in 
Context  of  Billings  Resource 
Management  Plan 
~  5:00  p.m. 

Recess 

October  22 
8:00  a.m. 

BLM  Minerals  Program  Briefing 
10:00  a.m. 

Lewistown  District  Wilderness  Study 
Areas  and  Review  of  Public  Input 
12:00  p.m. 

Adjournment. 


Public  comment  will  be  sought  at  the 
end  of  each  agenda  item.  Members  of 
the  public  wishing  to  join  the  field  tour 
should  contact  the  District  Manager  by 
October  12, 1981. 

DATES:  October  21, 8K)0  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.; 
October  22, 1981,  8:00  a.m.  to  12:00  p.m. 

ADDRESS:  Ramada  Inn,  Mullowney  Lane 
and  Interstate  90,  Billings,  Montana. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Glenn  W.  Freeman,  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Lewistown,  Montana  59457. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 

Lewistown  District  Advisory  Council  is 
authorized  under  Section  309  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (43  U.S.C.  1739).  The  Council 
advises  the  District  Manager  concerning 
the  planning  for  and  management  of  the 
public  lands  administered  within  the 
Lewistown  District. 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

Glenn  W.  Freeman, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  S1-27S31  Filed  9-24-Sl;  S;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-S4-M 


[1784.72] 

Montana;  Lewistown  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior, 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  Lewistovim  District 
Grazing  Advisory  Board  will  meet 
October  22  and  October  23, 1981.  The 
agenda  will  be: 

October  22 
1:00  p.m. 

New  Charter 
1:15  p.m. 

BLM's  Proposed  Rangeland  Management 
Policy 
5:00  p.m. 

Recess 

October  23 

8:00  a.m.  * 

BLM's  Proposed  Rangeland  Management 
Policy 
9:30  a.m. 

Prairie  Potholes  EIS  Briefing 
10:00  a.m. 

Fiscal  Year  1982  Range  Improvement 
Projects 
12:00  p.m. 

Adjournment 

Opportunity  for  public  comment  will 
be  provided  throughout  the  meeting. 

DATES:  October  22, 1981, 1:00  p.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.;  October  23. 1981  8:00  a.m.  to  12:00 
noon. 
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ADDRESS:  Ramada  Inn,  Mullowney  Lane 
and  Interstate  90,  Billings,  Montana. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Glenn  W.  Freeman,  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Airport 
Road,  Lewistown,  Montana  59457. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Lewistown  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  is  authorized  under  Section  403  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  (43  U.S.C. 

1753).  The  Board  advises  the  District 
Manager  concerning  the  Rangeland 
Management  Program. 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

Glenn  W.  Freeman, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc  81-27832  Piled  0-24.81;  8:4^  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

lNev-036338,  N-16095] 

Nevada;  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands  for  Military 
Purposes;  Correction 

September  18, 1981. 

In  the  notice  published  as  Federal 
Register  Document  79-3447,  page  6539  of 
the  issue  for  February  1, 1979,  tne 
following  items  should  be  corrected  te 
read  as  follows: 

Page  6529,  Lmder  Mount  Diablo 
Meri^an 
Line  29  shoald  read: 

Tps.  2,  3.  4,  5,  6,  and  7  S..  R.  SI  lU 
(uneurveyed) 

Line  31  should  read: 

T.  8  S.,  R.  51 K,  (unaurveyed) 

Line  40  should  read: 

Secs.  7  to  12,  inclusive,  exclusive  of  those 
portions  withdrawn  by  PLOs  805  and 
2588. 

The  following  land  is  a  portion  of  the 
proposed  withdrawal  and  is  included  in 
the  EIS,  but  in  error  was  not  included  in 
the  February  1, 1979  publication: 

T.  5  S.,  R.  44  E.,  (partly  unsurveyed). 

Secs.  1  and  2; 

Secs.  10  to  16,  inclusive; . 

Secs.  20  to  36,  inclusive. 

T.  6  S.,  R.  44  E.,  (unsurveyed). 

T.  7  S.,  R.  44  E;  (unsurveyed), 

Secs.  1  to  5,  inclusive; 

Secs.  8  to  16,  inclusive; 

Secs.  22  to  26,  inclusive; 

Secs.  35  and  36.  - 
T.  8  S.,  R.  44  E.,  (unsurveyed). 

Sec.  1. 

Tps.  5  ta  7  S.,  R.  45  E.,  (unsurveyed). 

T.  8  S.,  R.  45  E.,  (unsurveyed), 

Secs.  1  to  18,  inclusive; 

Secs.  20  to  27,  inclusive; 

Secs.  35  and  36. 

Tps.  5  to  8  S.,  R.  46  E.,  (unsurveyed). 

T.  9  S.,  R.  46  E.,  (unsurveyed). 

Secs.  1  to  6,  inclusive; 

Secs.  8  to  15,  inclusive; 

Secs.  23  and  24. 

Tps,  5  to  8  S.,  R.  47  K,  (unsurveyed). 


T.  9S.,  R.  47  E;  (unsurveyed). 

Secs.  1  to  30.  inclusive; 

Secs.  33  to  36,  inclusive. 

T.  10  S.,  R.  47  B., 

Secs.  1, 2,  and  12. 

Tpe.  5  to  9  S.,R.  48  E,  (unsurveyed). 

T.  10  S.,  R.  48  E.,  (unsurveyed). 

Secs.  1  to  17,  inclusive; 

Secs.  21  to  26,  inclusive; 

Sea  36. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  54  E, 

1  to  3,  NVi.  inclusive; 

Sea  4,  NEV4. 

T.  16  S.,  E  55  E, 

Secs.  1  to  6,  NVb,  inclusive. 

T.  16  S..  E  55¥t  E, 

Secs.  1  and  2,  NV&. 

T,16S.,E56E. 

Tract  42  C. 

The  total  acreage  of  the  proposed 
withdrawal  remains  approximately 
2,945,725  acres. 

The  February  1, 1979  publication 
allowed  30  days  for  comments.  An 
additional  60  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  (on  or  before  November  24, 
1981)  is  hereby  provided  for  comments. 
All  correspondence  in  connection  with 
this  withcbawal  should  be  directed  to 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Managemmit,  Chief, 
Division  of  Technical  Services,  P.O.  Box 
12000,  Reno,  Nevada  89520-0006. 

Wm.  J.  Malenaik, 

Ch/fi/,  Division  of  Techaieal  Services. 

[FK  Dos.  81-27888  FOetl  ».84-«;  ac4S  aal 
BILUNO  CODE  WIO-Sfr-M 


Realty  Action;  Exchange;  Public  Land^ 
Crook  County,  Oregon 

September  4, 1981. 

The  following  lands  have  been 
determined  to  be  suitable  for  disposal 
by  exchange  under  Section  206  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  43  U.S.C.  1716: 

Crook  County,  Oregon 

Selected  lands: 

T.  16  S.,  R  E..  WMamette  Meridan 

Section: 

4:  Lot  4. .  19.57 

8:  NV4NW%.  SWMNWV4.  SEMNEM, 

SEV4 .  320 

10:  All .  640 

32:  NMNEM.  SWV«NE14.  NEViSWVi. 

NWi4 _ _ _  320 

34:  EV4E14 . . . . . .  160 

T.  17  S..  R.  23  E..  WMamette  Meriden 
Secdofc 

10;NW.WU8WV« . .  400 

12;  NW.  NEV«SWM.  SEM.  SWSWV, _ 600 

14:  All . 640 

22:  SEy4SE14 _ 40 

T.  17  S..  R.  24  E.,  WMamette  Meridan 
Section: 

2;  All . 639^0 

6:  NEVi.  EWNW14.  EMSE14 _  324.50 

14:  WWEVk,  NEV4NWV4 _ 200 

16:  EViWVi.  EVi . 480 

22:  NEV,.  NEI4SEt4.  WWSE14.  WW -  600 

30;  NEW.  EWNWW.  EViSEW _ 320 

T.  18  &.  a  23  E..  WMamette  Meridan 
Sectiorc 

2:  WWWVi.  NEy4NWy4 _  18851 

10:  Al _ 640 

16:  Al _ 640 


Crook  County,  Oregon— Continued 


22:  Al . . . .  640 

Total . . . . . 7311.78 


In  exchange  for  these  lands  the 
Federal  Government  will  acquire  tracts 
of  non-Federal  land  in  Crook  County 
firom  Bar  71  Ranch,  Inc.,  of  Paulina, 
Oregon,  described  as  follows: 


Crook  County,  Oregon 

OHered  lande: 

T.  17  Sl,  a  22  E,  WMamette  Meridan 
Sectiorc 

36;SEWSEW . 40 

T.  17  S.,  a  26  E.  WMamette  Meridan 
Secdoic 

8:  8EWNWW.  WWSWV,.  NEWSWW _ 160 

15:  Ai . . .  640 

16:  Al . . .  640 

17:  Al . . .  640 

19:41 . 640 

21:  Al . 640 

T.  18  S..  a  23  E,  WMtwnene  Meridan 
Seclioic 

1:AI . 62330 

ESWWNEW _  40 

7:  SEWNWW.  SWNEy4NWW. 

NEy4NEWNWW _  78 

11:  Al _  640 

taAE . 640 

23:  Al . 648 

T.  18  8-  a  24  E.  WMamette  Meridan 
Cortots 

16:  WWeWW . . 80 

20:  EW,  SWSWW.  NWWSWW.  E  WNWW  .  620 

Total . 635830 

l%e  purpose  of  the  exchange  is  to 
dispose  of  scattered  tracts  of  Feder^ 
laad  AOt  benefi  ting  the  United  States  in 
exchange  for  non-Federal  lands  whidi 
wffi  solidify  Federal  ownership  and  will 
provide  increased  public  access  to  tbese 
areas.  The  exchange  is  consistent  with 
the  Bureau’s  planning  for  the  lands 
involved. 

The  value  of  the  lands  to  be 
exchanged  is  approximately  equal  and 
the  acreage  will  be  adjusted  or  money 
will  be  used  to  equalize  the  values  upon 
completion  of  the  final  appraisal  of  the 
lands. 

Detailed  information  concerning  the 
exchtinge  is  available  for  review  at  the 
Prineville  District  Office,  185  E.  4th 
Street,  Prineville,  Oregon  97754. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  interested 
parties  may  submit  comments  to  the 
District  Mantiger,  at  the  above  address. 
Any  adverse  comments  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  District  Manager  who 
wiU,  if  possible,  resolve  identified 
problems.  A  determination  that  is  not 
acceptable  by  an  interested  party(s) 
may  be  protested  to  the  State  Director 
within  30-days  of  notice  of  such  a 
determination.  A  State  Director 
determination  may  be  protected  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  whose  decision 
becomes  the  final  determination  of  the 
Department  and  may  afiirm,  vacate  or 
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modify  this  realty  action  and  issue  a 
determination. 

James  L  Hancock, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  81-26914  Filed  9-24-61: 8:45  am] 

BILUN6  CODE  4310-«4-« 


Arizona;  Notice  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal 

On  September  3, 1961,  a  petition  was 
approved  allowing  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  to  withdraw  the  following 
described  lands  from  the  general  public 
land  laws  including  the  mining  laws  but 
not  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights. 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 
T.  1 S.,  R.  23  W., 

Sec.  6,  that  portion  of  the  WV&SEVaSE'A 
lying  west  of  Cibola  Road  and  south  of  a 
field  road,  containing  approximately  4.92 
acres  in  Yuma  County. 

The  lands  will  be  used  for 
headquarters  and  public  use  facilities  in 
conjunction  with  the  Cibola  National 
Wildlife  Refuge. 

For  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  lands  will  be 
segregated  from  location  and  entry 
under  the  mining  laws  as  specified 
above  unless  the  application  is  denied 
or  canceled,  or  the  withdrawal  is 
approved  prior  to  that  date. 

The  temporary  segregation  of  the 
lands  in  connection  with  a  withdrawal 
application  or  proposal  shall  not  affect 
administrative  jurisdiction  over  the 
lands,  and  the  segregation  shall  not 
have  the  effect  of  authorizing  any  use  of 
the  lands  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

All  communications  in  connection 
with  this  proposed  withdrawal  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  2400 
Valley  Bank  Center,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85073. 

Ronald  L.  Kuhlman, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

September  3, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27896  FRad  9-24-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-84-M 


Arizona,  Safford  Diatrict;  Grazing 
Advisory  Board;  Maeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L  92-463  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Safford  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
will  be  held  on  Friday,  October  30, 1981. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  in 
the  conference  room  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  425  E.  4th  Street, 
Safford,  Arizona  85546^092. 


The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

1.  Grazing  decisions,  protests  and 
appeals; 

2.  Rangeland  monitoring  program; 

3.  Policy  on  distribution  and  use  of 
range  betterment  funds; 

4.  Proposed  rangeland  management 
policy; 

5.  Supplemental  and  maintenance 
feeding  policy; 

6.  Policy  for  maintenance  of 
rangeland  improvements; 

7.  List  of  allotment  management  plans 
(AMPs)  proposed  for  fiscal  year  19^; 

8.  List  of  range  improvement  projects 
for  fiscal  year  1982; 

9.  Discussion  on  the  Savory  grazing 
system; 

10.  New  Advisory  Board  Charter; 

11.  Business  from  the  floor. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 

public.  Interested  persons  may  make 
oral  statements  to  the  Board  between 
10:30  a.m.  and  11:30  a.m.  A  written  copy 
of  the  oral  statement  must  be  provided 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  presentation. 
Written  statements  may  also  be  ffled  for 
the  Board's  consideration.  Anyone 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement  must 
notify  die  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  425  E.  4th  Street, 
Safford,  Arizona  85546-2092,  by  4:15 
p.m.,  October  29, 1981. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproduction 
(during  regular  business  hours)  within 
thirty  (30)  days  following  the  meeting. 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

Lester  K.  Rosenkrance, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27888  FUmI  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BIU.INO  CODE  4310.S4.M 


Craig  District,  Little  Snake  Resource 
Area,  Colorado;  Amendment  to 
Management  Framework  Plan 

In  accordance  with  43  CFR 1601  and 
40  CFR  1501,  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Craig  District,  Colorado,  is 
beginning  the  process  of  amending  the 
Vermillion  euid  Maybell-Great  Divide  . 
Management  Framework  Plans.  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
consider  die  Cross  Mountain  Wilderness 
Study  Area  (WSA)  for  designation  as 
wilderness  or  for  other  uses.  Reasonable 
alternative  uses  will  be  assessed  in  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS), 
and  a  recommendation  will  be  made  to 
'Congress  on  the  suitability  or  non¬ 
suitability  of  designating  the  area 
wilderness. 

The  Cross  Mountain  WSA  is  a  14,081 
acre  tract  of  public  land  in  Moffat 


County,  Colorado,  within  the  Little 
Snake  Resource  Area.  It  lies 
approximately  15  miles  west  of  Maybell, 
Colorado. 

Issues  and  Planning  Criteria 

The  significant  issues  anticipated  for 
the  plan  amendment  include  the 
following:  potential  conflict  with  a 
hydro-electric  dam  and  portions  of  an 
associated  reservior  that  have  been 
proposed  for  the  canyon  area  as  part  of 
the  )uniper-Cros8  Moimtain  Project; 
beneficial  and  adverse  effects  on  other 
resources  of  designation  or  non-  - 
designation  as  wildemess;  the 
manageability  of  the  area  for 
wildemess;  supplemental  wildemess 
values  for  the  WSA  as  habitat  for 
several  threatened  or  endangered 
species,  and  as  a  proposed  wild  and 
scenic  river  designation. 

The  following  planning  criteria  will  be 
used  in  determining  the  wildemess 
suitability  recommendation  of  the  WSA. 
These  critiera  were  developed  based  on 
the  issues  anticipated  for  the  WSA,  and 
will  be  used  to  evaluate  tiie  alternative 
land  uses  proposed  in  the  plan 
amendment.  These  planning  criteria  are 
subject  to  change  as  a  result  of 
comments  received  from  the  public. 

1.  The  area  must  be  capable  of  being 
effectively  managed  to  preserve  its 
wildemess  character  in  perpetuity. 

2.  The  area's  wildemess  values  and 
all  other  benefits  deriving  fix)m 
wildemess  designation  must  offset  the 
benefits  of  all  otiier  resource  values  and 
uses  which  could  be  foregone  due  to 
wildemess  designation. 

3.  Consideration  will  be  given  to  all 
comments  received  from  interested  and 
affected  publics  at  all  levels. 

4.  Special  attention  will  be  given  to 
any  significant  local  or  regional  socio¬ 
economic  effects  that  would  result  from 
wildemess  designation. 

5.  Thorough  consideraton  will  be 
given  to  any  identified  or  potential 
energy  and  critical  mineral  resources 
capable  of  contributing  to  domestic 
needs  for  these  resources,  and  the  , 
extent  to  which  wildemess  management 
would  be  in  the  public  interest 

6.  Full  consideration  will  be  given  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  recommendation 
is  consistent  with  officially  approved 
and  adopted  resource-related  plans  of 
state  and  local  governments. 

7.  Consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
extent  to  which  other  resource  values  or 
uses  would  be  foregone  or  adversely 
affected  by  wildemess  designation. 

8.  Consideration  will  be  given  to 
alternative  uses  of  the  land  if  the  area  is 
not  designated  wildemess.  and  the 
extent  to  which  wildemess  values  of  the 
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area  would  be  foregone  or  adversely 
affected  as  a  result  of  these  uses. 

9.  Consideration  will  be  given  to  how 
the  following  components  contribute  to 
the  overall  value  of  the  area  for 
wilderness  purposes:  size,  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive 
recreation,  optional  wilderness 
characteristics,  and  other  multiple 
resource  values  or  uses  which 
wilderness  designation  could  ensure. 

10.  Consideration  will  be  given  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  area  would 
contribute  to  expanding  the  diversity  of 
the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System. 

Planning  Team 

The  plan  amendment  and  EIS  will  be 
prepared  through  the  use  of  an 
interdisciplinary  team  with  experience 
and  knowledge  in  the  following  areas: 
lands,  minerals,  hydrology,  soils,  range, 
wildlife,  recreation,  cultural  resources, 
visual  resources,  sociology,  economics, 
vegetation  and  air  quality. 

Possible  Alternatives 

The  following  land  use  alternatives 
will  be  considered  in  the  plan 
amendment  and  EIS: 

1.  Wilderness  Designation. 

2.  No  Action  (No  Wilderness). 

3.  Designation  of  Part  of  the  WSA  as 
Wilderness. 

4.  Full  Development  of  Other  Resource 
Uses  in  the  WSA. 

5.  Expansion  of  the  WSA. 

Public  Involvement 

All  concerned  publics  are  invited  to 
participate  during  the  planning  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
process  by  attending  public  meetings 
and  hearings.  News  releases  and  use  of 
the  Craig  District  Advisory  Council  will 
supplement  direct  contact  with 
interested  publics. 

At  this  time,  the  public  is  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  issues  to  be 
addressed  or  planning  criteria  to  be 
used  in  evaluating  for  wilderness 
suitability.  In  addition,  the  public  is 
invited  to  submit  any  specific  resource 
data  or  information  about  resource 
values  in  the  WSA  that  should  be 
considered  by  BLM  in  evaluating 
wilderness  suitability. 

Public  meetings  will  be  held  to 
identify  additional  issues  to  be 
addressed  in  the  plan  amendment,  to 
obtain  comment  on  the  planning  criteria 
to  be  used,  and  to  determine  the  scope 
of  the  EIS.  lliese  meetings  have  been 
scheduled  as  follows: 

October  22, 1981 — Craig,  Coloradot  Moff^ 

County  Courthouse  Auditorhun,  221 W. 

Victory  Way,  74Xi  p.in. 


October  20, 1981 — Denver,  Colorado;  Ramada 
Inn  Foothills,  11595  W.  6th  Avenue, 
Lakewood,  7:00  p.m. 

In  addition  to  the  comments  received 
at  these  meetings,  written  comments 
may  be  submitted  to  the  BLM  contact 
identified  below  by  November  1, 1981. 

BLM  Contact 

Comments  or  requests  for  further 
information  should  be  addressed  to 
Duane  Johnson,  Team  Leader,  Little 
Snake  Resource  Area  Office,  P.O.  Box 
1136,  Craig,  Colorado  81626;  or 
telephone  (303)  824-4441. 

Francis  E.  NoD, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27897  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-a4-M 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity  Control 
Advisory  Council;  Notice  of  Public 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  a  meeting  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin 
Salinity  Control  Advisory  Council  at 
2:00  p.m.  on  October  27, 1981,  at  the 
Stardust  Hotel  in  Yuma,  Arizona. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  Coimcil  members  will  be 
briefed  on  the  status  of  salinity  control 
activities  and  receive  input  for  drafting  the 
council’s  annual  report 
Proposed  Agenda;  The  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
and  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will  each 
present  a  progress  report  and  schedule  of 
activities  on  salinity  control  in  the 
Colorado  River  Basin.  The  Council  will 
discuss  Colorado  River  Basin  salinity 
control  activities  and  the  consent  of  their 
annual  report 

Public  Participation:  The  meeting  of  the 
Advisory  Council  is  open  to  the  public. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Council 
before,  during,  or  after  the  meeting  in 
person  or  by  mail.  To  the  extent  that 
time  permits,  the  Council  chairman  may 
allow  public  presentation  of  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting. 

All  communications  regarding  this 
meeting  including  requests  for  time  to 
make  statements  should  be  addressed  to 
Mr.  Michael  J.  Clinton,  Chief,  Colorado 
River  Water  Quality  Office,  Bureau  of 
ReclamatioB,  Engineering  and  Research 
Center,  P.O.  Box  25007,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225. 

Datod:  September  21. 1981. 
ditford  L.  Barrett, 

Assktaat  Commissioner  of  Reolamation. 

|FR  Dm.  u-278ei  PHwl  9-24-88;  8:48  ami 

BIUJNa  eOBE  4S10-094I 


Newtands  and  Washoe  Projects; 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Initiate  Formal 
Negotiations  for  Settlement  of  Water 
Rights  Controversy  in  Tnickee  and 
Carson  River  Basins,  CaiHomia/ 
Nevada 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
intends  to  initiate  formal  negotiations 
with  the  Truckee-Carson  Irrigation 
District  Carson-Truckee  Water 
Conservancy  District  Sierra  Pacific 
Power  Compiiny,  Pyramid  Lake  Paiute 
Tribe,  and  the  State  of  Nevada  in  an 
attempt  to  resolve,  through  a  negotiated 
settlement  the  longstanding  water  rights 
controversy  in  the  Tnickee  and  Carson 
River  Basins,  Califomia/Nevada.  AU  of 
the  parties  to  be  involved  in  the 
negotiations  are  currently  involved  in 
pending  litigation  over  water  use  and 
management  of  the  Tnickee  and  Carson 
Rivers.  Additional  parties  may  become 
involved  in  the  negotiations  in  the 
future. 

The  recent  court  decision  in  the  case 
of  United  States  v.  Truckee-Carson 
Irrigation  District  has  significantly 
changed  the  situation  regarding  the 
water  supply  of  the  Newlands  Project 
and  the  water  rights  of  the  Pyramid  Lake 
Paiute  Tribe.  The  Federal  objectives  in 
the  negotiated  settlement  are  to:  (1) 
resolve  the  numerous  lawsuits  involving 
use  of  water  in  the  Tnickee  River,  (2) 
develop  revised  operating  criteria  and 
procedures  for  the  Newlands  Project 
and  the  Pyramid  Lake  fishery,  and  (3) 
develop  appropriate  criteria  for  the 
operation  of  Stampede  Reservoir, 
Washoe  Project 

The  initial  negotiation  meeting  is 
scheduled  for  September  29, 1981.  The 
location  and  time  of  that  meeting  have 
not  been  determined.  This  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  general  public  as 
observers.  The  Department  will 
determine  on  a  case  by  case  basis 
whether  future  meetings  will  be  open  to 
the  public.  Advance  notice  of  meetings 
vrill  be  provided  to  those' who  furnish  a 
written  request  for  such  notification. 

Hie  public  will  be  invited  to  submit 
written  comments  on  the  form  of  the 
proposed  settlement  not  later  than  30 
days  after  the  completed  settlement 
draft  is  declared  to  be  available  to  the 
public.  Unlaes  significant  public  interest 
is  evidenced  in  response  to  this  notioe, 
the  availability  of  Ae  proposed 
settlement  dr^  will  not  be  fcHinally 
puUiotaed.  The  CommiBsioner  of 
Reolamation  will  review  comments 
submitted  and  based  on  the  number, 
sooroe,  and  nature  of  the  comments  will 
deoide  whedier  to  hold  a  poblic  hearing 
on  the  proposed  settlement 
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For  further  information  on  scheduled 
negotiating  sessions  and  the  proposed 
settlement,  please  contact  Ray  Nelson, 
Project  Manager,  Lahontan  Basin 
Projects  Office,  ^st  Office  Box  640, 
Carson  city,  Nevada  89701,  telephone 
(702)  882-043a 
Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

Clifibrd  L  Barrett, 

Acting  Commissioner,  Bureau  of. 
Reclamatiott. 

pit  Doc.  n-ZTSK  Filad  •-24-a;  6:45  am] 

BtLUNG  CODE  4310-6S-H 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  387  (Sub-49);  ICC-BN-C-0002 
Supp.  1] 

Burlington  Northern  Railroad  Co., 
Exemption  for  Contract  Tariff 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Nqtice  of  provisional 
exemption. 

summary:  Petitioner  is  granted  a 
provisional  exemption  under  49  U.S.C. 
10505  from  the  notice  requirements  of  49 
U.S.C.  10713(e).  Its  contemporaneously 
filed  contract  tariff  may  become 
effective  on  one  day’s  notice.  This 
exemption  may  be  revoked  if  protests 
are  filed  within  15  days  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Jane  F.  Mackall,  (202)  275-7656. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Burlington  Northern  Railroad  Company 
petitioned  on  September  9, 1981,  for  an 
exemption  of  Supplement  1,  Contract 
ICC-BN-C-0002,  scheduled  to  become 
effective  October  7, 1981.  The  petition  is 
granted. 

Supplement  1  amends  paragraph  6(b) 
of  the  contract,  changing  the  conditions 
for  refunds  fi'om  “where  BN  provides 
direct  delivery  to  carloading  ramps  in 
the  State  of  Washington”  to  read 
“where  BN  does  not  absorb  switching 
charges  of  connecting  ^ines  in  the  State 
of  Washington.”  Burlmgton  Northern 
states  that  the  change  is  necessary  in 
order  for  such  shipments  not  requiring 
absorption  of  connecting  lines  switchhig 
by  Burlington  Northern  to  quaHfy  for  the 
refund  under  the  minimum  volume 
requirement. 

There  is  no  provision  for  waiving  the 
section  10713(e)  requirement  that 
contracts  must  be  Med  to  become 
effective  on  not  less  than  30  nor  more 
than  60  days'  notice.  CF.  former  section 
10762(d)(1).  However,  we  may  address 
the  same  relief  under  our  section  10505 
exemption  authority  and  we  do  so  here. 


We  believe  that  the  circumstances 
justify  an  exemption.  The  contract 
amendment  in  no  way  affects  national 
transportation  policy.  Further,  the 
amendment  is  limited  in  scope,  affecting 
only  the  shipper’slability  to  qualifying 
for  the  minimum  volume  requirement.  In 
these  circumstances,  authorization  of  a 
provisional  exemption  is  warranted. 
Burlington  Northern’s  Supplement  1  to 
Contract  Tariff  ICC  BN  &b002  may 
become  effective  on  one  day’s  notice. 

We  will  apply  the  following 
conditions  wMch  have  been  imposed  in 
similar  exemption  proceedings; 

If  the  Commission  permits  the  contract  to 
become  effective  on  one  day’s  notice,  this 
fact  neither  shall  be  construed  to  mean  that 
this  is  a  Commission  approved  contract  for 
purposes  of  49  U.S.C  10713(g]  nor  shall  it 
serve  to  deprive  the  Commission  of 
justification  to  institute  a  proceeding  on  its 
own  initiative  or  on  complaint,  to  review  this 
contract  and  to  disapprove  it 

Subject  to  compliance  with  these 
conditions,  under  49  U.S.C.  10505(a)  we 
find  that  the  30  day  notice  requirement 
in  this  instance  is  not  needed  to  carry 
out  the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101a  and  is  not  needed  to  protect 
shippers  from  abuse  of  market  power. 
Further,  we  will  consider  revoking  these 
exemptions  under  49  U.S.C.  10105(c)  if 
protests  are  filed  within  15  days  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  action  will  not  significantly  affect 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
the  conservation  of  energy  resources. 
Audiority:  49  U.S.C.  lOSOS. 

Decided:  September  21, 1981. 

By  the  €000111881011.  Division  1, 
Commissioners  Cli^ip,  Gresham  and  Taylor. 
Commisaioner  Taylor  did  not  participate. 
James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  81-27930  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BIU.INQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Financa  Docket  Na  30,000;  Finance 
Docket  No.  30,000  (Sub-43)1 

Union  Pacific  Corp.  &  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.— Control-Missouri  Pacific 
Corp.  and  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 
and  Chicago  &  North  Western 
Transportation  Co.  and  Missouri 
Pacific  Railroad  Co.— Pooling 
Agreement 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  filing  of  application 
and  settlement  agreement 

summary:  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  ((3NW)  and 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
(MPR)  have  filed  cm  application  under 
49  U.S.C.  11342  for  approval  of  a  pooling 


agreement.  A  setdement  agreement 
between  CNW  and  Union  Pacific 
Corporation,  Pacific  Rail  System,  Inc., 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
Missouri  Pacific  Corporation  and  MPR 
(UP-MP  parties)  has  also  been  filed.  The 
Commission  refers  the  application  and 
settlement  agreement  to  the  Office  of 
Hearings  for  handling  on  a  consolidated 
basis  with  Finance  Docket  No.  30,000, 
Union  Pacific  Corporation  and  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company-Control- 
Missouri  Pacific  Corporation  and 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
(Control  Case).  The  Commission  also 
refers  to  the  Office  of  Hearings  the 
petition  of  Kansas  City  Southern 
Railway  Company  (KCS)  relating  to -this 
pooling  agreement. 
dates:  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on,  or  protests  to,  the  pooling 
application  and/or  setdement 
agreement  no  later  than  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ernest  B.  Abbott,  (202)  275-3002. 
ADDRESSES:  An  original  and  10  copies  of 
all  comments  or  protests  should  be  filed 
with:  Section  of  Finance,  Room  5414, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C  20423 
A  copy  of  all  comments  or  protests 
should  be  served  on  applicants’ 
attorneys  at  the  following  addresses: 
Louis  T.  Duerinck,  Stuart  F.  Gassner, 
Chicago  and  North  Western 
.  Transportation  Company,  400  West 
Madison  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60606; 
Fritz,  R.  Kalm,  William  C.  Evans,  L  John 
Osborn  Vemer,  Uipfmrt,  Bernhard  and 
McPherson,  Suite  1100, 1660  ‘L’  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036; 

Mark  M.  HenneUy,  Joseph  J.  Gozzoli, 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
210  North  13th  Street,  St  Louis,  MO 
63103;  M.  Lauck  Walton,  Donovan 
Leisure  Newton  &  Irvine,  30 
Rockefeller  Plaza,  New  York,  NY 
10020. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATON:  On  July 
31, 1981,  CNW  and  MPR  filed  an 
application  imder  49  U.S.C.  11342  for 
approval  of  a  pooling  agreement.  The 
agreement  relates  to  the  pooling  of 
transportation  services  between  Omaha, 
NE/Council  Bluffs,  lA  and  Kansas  City, 
MO.  The  agreement  is  part  of  a 
setdement  ending  CNWs  opposition  to 
the  application  in  the  Control  Case. 

We  refer  the  pooling  application  and 
settlement  agreement  to  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Paul  Ooss  (Judge)  for 
handling  on  a  consolidated  basis  with 
the  Control  Case. 

Comments  and  protests  should  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  party’s 
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position  on,  and  interest  in,  the 
proposed  pooling  of  transportation 
services  and  settlement  agreement. 

After  the  close  of  the  protest  period,  the 
Judge  will  set  procedures  for  the 
submission  of  evidence  regarding  the 
pooling  application  and  settlement 
agreement. 

KCS  has  filed  a  petition,  designated 
KCS-32,  in  the  Control  Case  relating  to 
the  CNW  UP-^MP  parties  settlement. 
Primary  applicants  and  CNW  have 
replied.  KCS  contends  that  the 
settlement  substantively  changes  the 
scope  of  the  Control  Case  and  that  the 
applicants  in  the  Control  Case  should  be 
required  to  submit  further  evidence 
relating  to  the  control  application  as 
modiOed  by  the  settlement  agreement 

Hie  matters  raised  in  KCS-32  relates 
to  the  evidence  necessary  for  the 
Commission  to  make  the  statutory 
findings  in  the  Control  Case  and  to  the 
procedures  for  submission  of,  and 
response  to,  the  further  evidence,  if  any, 
required  because  of  the  settlement 
agreement.  We  believe  these  matters 
can  be  best  decided  in  the  first  instance 
by  the  Judge  presiding  over  the  Control 
Case.  We  refer  KCS-32  to  him  for 
disposition.  He  shall  determine  the 
extent  to  which  the  receipt  of  additional 
evidence  may  be  required  and  shall  set 
procedures  for  the  submission  of 
additional  evidence,  if  any.  and  for 
responses  thereto.  However,  the  Judge 
shall  receive  evidence  on  the  questions 
set  forth  in  the  Appendix. 

It  is  Ordered' 

1.  The  pooling  agreement  application. 
Finance  Docket  No.  30,000  (Sub-No.  43], 
is  referred  to  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Panl  Cross  for  handling  on  a 
consolidated  basis  with  Finance  Docket 
No.  30,000. 

2.  The  petition  of  KCS  designated 
KCS-32  is  referred  to  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Paul  Cross  for  disposition. 

3.  The  parties  shall  comply  with  all 
provisions  as  stated  above. 

4.  This  decision  is  effective  on 
September  22, 1981. 

Decided;  September  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor,  Vice 
Chairman  Clapp,  Commissioners  Gresham 
and  Gilliam. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix 

(1)  Would  the  UP-MP  applicants  maintain 
existing  rates  even  diough  increasing 
effieieneies  resulting  from  the  merger  would 
permit  them  to  lower  rates? 

(2)  Is  five  years  necessary  to  permit  CNW 
to  adjust  to  fte  new  eompetitive  situation 
created  by  the  merger?  Would  a  shorter  or 
longer  period  be  more  appropriate? 

(3)  If  the  Coramiaeion  declined  to  approve 
the  proposed  agreement,  what  adjustments 


would  CNW  make  vis-a-vis  the  new  merged 
system  to  protect  its  traffic  and  competitive 
position? 

(4)  What  type  and  volume  of  traffic  now 
hanffied  by  CNW  would  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  agreement.  Would  traffic  moving 
under  contract  rates  be  affected? 

(5)  To  what  extent  would  die  proposed 
agreement,  if  imposed,  have  an  adverse  or 
beneficial  effect  on  shippers  (through 
elimination  or  creation  of  competitive 
routings  or  prices]  or  other  railroads? 

[FR  Doc.  81-27924  Filed  S-24-S1;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  merge,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or  11344. 
Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  appHcations  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuances]  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.240]. 

See  Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-No.  44],  Rules 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 
Carriers  Under  49  U.S.C  11344  and 
11349,  383  LC.C.  740  (1981].  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the  ' 
requirements  of  Rule  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 

Arsons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00,  in 
accordance  with  49  CFR  1100.241(d]. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  the  operating 
authority  involved  in  die  application  to 
conform  to  the  ComraissioB’s  policy  of 
simphfyiM  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  fiaa,  ^di  die  exception  of  those 
applioatkms  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 


possible  unlawful  controL  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights]  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.&.C  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Euergy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  ffied  within  45  days  of 
publication  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed],  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each_ 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments]  upon  compliance 
with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right 

Applicant(s]  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  witiiin  tiie  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Dated:  September  18. 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  DoweU. 

MC-F-14688,  filed  September  1, 1981. 
CROUSE  CARTAGE  COMPANY 
(Crouse]  (P.O.  Box  151,  Carroll,  lA 
51401]-^ontrol— YOUNG  &  HAY 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY 
(Young]  (Route  3,  Box  58,  Worthington, 
MN  56187].  Representative:  William  S. 
Rosen,  630  Osborn  Building,  St.  Paul. 

MN  55102.  Crouse  seeks  authority  to 
acquire  control  of  Young  through  the 
purchase  of  all  of  Young’s  issued  and 
outstanding  capital  sto^  and,  in  turn. 
CC  Investment  Corporation,  a  non- 
carrier  (P.O.  Box  151,  Carroll,  lA  51401], 
which  controls  Crouse  through  sole 
stock  ownership,  and  Paul  E.  Crouse 
who  controls  CC  Investment 
Corporation  through  majority  owpership 
of  voting  preferred  stock,  seek  approval 
and  to  acqitire  cmatrol  of  Young  tiirough 
the  transaction.  The  interstate  operating 
rights  soqght  to  be  oontrofied  by  Crouse 
are  contained  in  Young’s  certificates  in 
Nos.  MC-74ig5  and  MC-74195  (Sub-No. 
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5)  which  authorize  the  transportation,  as 
a  common  carrier,  (a)  oi  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  over 
regular  routes  (1)  between  Schuyler,  NE, 
and  Omaha.  NE,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of 
Rogers  and  North  Bend,  NE,  and  the  off- 
route  point  of  Octavia,  NE:  from 
Schuyler  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  275,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  275  to  Junction  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  over  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  Omaha,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (2)  between 
Schuyler  and  Lincoln,  NE,  serving  the 
Intermediate  point  of  Octavia:  from 
Schuyler  over  Nebraska  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  Lincoln,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (b)  oi  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  (1) 
over  regular  routes  between  Genoa,  NE 
and  Omaha,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Fremont,  Colombus,  Monroe, 
Schuyler,  Valley,  Rogers,  Richland, 

Ames,  and  NorA  Bend,  NE,  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Tamov,  Platte  Center 
and  Octavia,  NE:  from  Genoa  over 
Nebraska  Highway  22  to  Columbus,  NE, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Fremont, 
NE,  thence  over  U.S.  HigWay  275  to 
Omaha,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
and  (2)  over  irregular  routes  (i)  between 
Genoa,  Duncan,  Fullerton,  St.  Edward, 
Platte  Center,  and  Silver  Creek,  NE;  (ii) 
between  Genoa,  Duncan,  Fullerton,  St. 
Edward,  Platte  Center,  and  Silver  Creek, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  Nebraska,  (iii)  between  points 
in  Colfax  and  Butler  Counties.  NE;  and 
(iv)  between  points  in  Colfax  and  Butler 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska.  Crouse  is  a 
motor  carrier  operating  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  under  authority 
issued  in  No.  MC-123389  and 
subnumbers  thereunder  throughout  the 
United  States,  including  authority  to 
transport,  in  Sub-No.  55,  shipments 
weighing  100  pounds  or  less,  if 
transported  in  motor  vehicles  in  which 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  United  States;  in 
Sub-No.  general  commodities 
between  points  in  the  United  States  for 
the  United  States  Government;  in  Sub- 
No.  62,  food  and  related  products 
between  points  in  Nebraska,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States;  in  Sub-Nos.  12, 13, 14,  and 
43,  meat  and  meat  products  originating 
at  specified  plantsites,  from  or  to  points 


in  Nebraska;  in  Sub-No.  52,  general 
commodities  between  the  facilities  of 
Proctor  &  Gamble  Distributing  Company 
at  or  near  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nebraska;  in 
Sub-Nos.  1,  30,  and  37,  general 
commodities,  over  regular  or  irregular 
routes  between  Omaha,  NE,  and 
described  points  in  Iowa,  and  in  Sub-No. 
28,  equipment  and  supplies  and 
contractors’  outfits  used  in  construction 
of  concrete  silos  between  a  certain 
shipper's  facilities  at  Akron,  lA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nebraska.  Crouse  presently  controls 
Lawson  Truck  Line.  Inc.,  a  motor  carrier 
operating  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  within  Missouri  and  Kansas, 
under  authority  issued  in  No.  MC-54291. 
Said  control  was  approved  in  No.  MC- 
F-11869.  Impediment:  Approval  and 
authorization  of  this  transaction  is 
conditioned  upon  the  prior  submission 
by  applicants  of  an  affidavit  complying 
with  ffie  Commission's  regulations  at  49 
CFR  1134.51.  Crouse  and  Young  appear 
to  hold  duplicating  operating  rights.  In 
order  to  allow  this  duplication  to 
continue  to  exist,  applicants  must 
submit  (1)  cogent  and  acceptable 
reasons  why  such  duplications  should 
be  permitted  to  exist  by  commonly 
controlled  carrers  or  (2)  a  plan  for  the 
elimination  of  such  duplications. 

(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC). 

Note. — ^Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  11349. 

MC-F-14695,  Bled  September  9, 1981. 
DAVID  M.  SHEPHERD  (726  West 
Cowles  Street  Long  Beach,  CA  90813) 
and  CLYDE  M.  FULLER  (2931  South 
Market  Street  Chattanooga,  TN  37410) 
(Individuals)— Control — COUNTRY 
WIDE  TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.  (Country 
Wide)  and  R.F.  BOX,  INC.  (Box)  (both  of 
1110  South  Reservoir  Street  Pomona, 

CA  91766).  Representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn.  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN 
37412.  The  Individuals  seek  authority  to 
acquire  control  of  Country  Wide  and  its 
subsidiary.  Box.  Country  Wide  holds 
interstate  motor  common  carrier 
authority  under  MC-150434  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder  and  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  under  MC-138941  and 
sub-numbers  thereunder,  which 
authorize  the  transportation  of  specified 
commodities  for  named  shippers  as  well 
as  general  conunodities  between  points 
in  the  United  States.  Box  is  a  motor 
contract  carrier  holding  permits  under 
MC-136989  and  sub-numbers  thereunder 
which  authorize  the  transportation  of 
specified  commodities  for  named 
contract  shippers.  David  M.  Shepherd  is 
president  and  the  sole  stockholder  of  Z 
and  S  Enterprises.  Inc.,  d.b.a  USC 
Freight  forwarder  (FF-525).  Clyde  M. 


Fuller  is  an  officer  and  50  percent 
stockholder  of  Southwest  Equipment 
Rental,  Inc.,  d.b.a. 

Southwest  Motor  Freight,  a  motor 
common  carrier  under  MC-138157  and  a 
motor  contract  carrier  under  MC-134150. 
Impediment:  David  M.  Shepherd  is  the 
sole  stockholder  of  a  freight  forwarder. 
Therefore,  the  acquisition  of  control  of 
Country  Wide  and  Box  by  David  M. 
Shepherd  is  in  violation  of  49  U.S.C. 
11323(a).  Final  approval  of  this 
transaction  will  be  withheld  until 
applicants  eliminate  the  imlawful 
aspects  of  the  control  of  these  entities. 
Impediment:  The  operating  rights  of 
Country  Wide  duplicate  the  operating 
rights  of  Southwest  Equipment  Rental, 
Inc.,  d/b/a  Southwest  Motor  Freight. 
Approval  and  authorization  of  this 
transaction  is,  therefore,  conditioned  - 
upon  applicants  setting  forth  all 
duplications  and  a  plan  for  the 
elimination  of  such  duplications.  See 
Commission  regulations  at  49  CFR 
1134.51.  MONTANA  CONSULTANTS. 
INC.,  d.b.a.  TOMAHAWK 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.  (Tomahawk) 
(5400  Laurel  Road.  Billings,  MT  59101) — 
purchase  (portion) — ^MID  MONTANA, 
INC.  (Mid  Montana)  (1010  North  Rouse, 
P.O.  Box  1131,  Bozeman,  MT  59715). 
Representatives:  David  A.  Sutherland, 
1150  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW,  Suite  400, 
Washington,  DC  20036;  euid  Jerome 
Anderson,  100  Transwestem  Bldg., 
Billings,  MT  59101.  Tomahawk  seeks 
authority  to  purchase  a  portion  of  the 
interstate  operating  rights  of  Mid 
Montana.  T.  M.  O’Neill,  Charles  E. 
Cornett,  and  Myra  E.  Cornett,  are  the 
stockholders  and  persons  in  control  of 
Tomahawk.  Therefore,  as  a  condition  to 
approval  of  this  application,  they  will  be 
required  to  join  in  ffiis  application  as 
persons  in  control  of  transferee. 
Tomahawk  is  purchasing  Permit  No. 
MC-148530  (Sub-No.  4F),  which 
authorizes  the  transportation,  as  a  motor 
contract  corner,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
general  commodities  (except  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
and  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  United  States, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Parker 
Montana  Co.,  of  Billings,  MT,  and  Parker 
Dakota  Company,  of  Minot,  ND. 
Condition:  Authorization  and  approval 
of  this  transaction  is  conditioned  upon 
the  prior  receipt  by  the  Commission  of 
an  affidavit  signed  by  T.  M.  O'Neill. 
Charles  E.  Cornett,  and  Myra  E.  Cornett, 
stating  that  they  are  the  stockholders 
and  persons  in  control  of  transferee  and 
that  they  join  in  this  application. 

Notes. — (1)  Application  for  TA  has  been 
Tiled.  (2)  T.  M.  O'Neill,  50  percent  stockholder 
of  transferee,  has  entered  into  a  management 
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agreement  to  operate  Tomahawk  Trucking, 
IhCm  a  motor  common  carrier  operating  under 
MC-11S092  and  sub-numbers  thereunder.  (3) 
Transferee  does  not  hold  any  authority  &om 
this  Commission. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27926  FiM  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BtLUNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Hnance  Applications; 
Decision>Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932.* 

We  find: 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  section  5)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  €ifter  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  40  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consiunmation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

It  is  Ordered: 

The  following  applications  are 
approved,  subject  to  the  conditions 
stated  in  the  publication,  and  further 
subject  to  the  administrative 
requirements  stated  in  the  effective 
notice  to  be  issued  hereafter. 


By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  3,  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC-FC-78943.  (Supplemental 
Publication].  By  decision  of  7/13/81 
issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132,  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  MID-ATLANTIC  FREIGHT 
CARRIERS,  INC.  of  HEurisonburg,  VA  of 
Cetificate  No.  MC-134875  (Sub-No.  lOF) 
issued  to  JOHN  W.  SMOOT  of  Jackson. 
VA  on  Jime  17, 1981  authorizing:  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  apple  products  and  juices, 
from  points  in  Timberville,  Winchester, 
Roanoke,  and  Shenandoah  Counties,  VA 
and  Martinsburg,  WV.  to  points  in  TX, 
OK.  AR,  AL,  MS,  TN.  and  LA.  This 
notice  has  been  published  to  transfer  the 
above  authority  which  was  granted  to 
Transferor  by  Decision  served  May  20, 
1981.  Since  the  authority  had  not  been 
granted  at  the  time  of  filing  the  transfer 
application,  it  was  not  included  in  the 
original  publication.  Condition:  Since 
there  is  no  indication  diat  a  certificate  in 
No.  MC-134875  (Sub-No.  lOF)  has  been 
issued  to  John  W.  Smoot,  our  approval 
herein  is  conditioned  upon  the  issuance 
of  said  certificate  or  upon  compliance 
by  John  W.  Smoot  with  the  requirements 
leading  to  the  issuance  of  said 
certificate.  Representative:  Edward  N. 
Button,  580  Northern  Avenue, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  TA  lease  is  not 
sought.  Transferee  is/is  not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79046.  By  decision  of  March 

12. 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Horton  Burr  Oak  Farm,  Inc., 
of  Jamesville,  WI  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
143690  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  August  14, 
1978  to  R.  J.  Schmitt  Agri-Business,  Inc., 
of  Sun  Prairie,  Wl.  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (1)  Feed  and  feed 
ingredients,  animal  health  supplies,  and 
insecticides,  arid  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  above  commodities. 
between  Columbus,  Madison,  and 
Fountain  Prairie  Township  (Columbia 
County)  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  LA,  MI,  and 
MN.  Representative  is:  Wayne  W. 
Wilson,  150  E.  Gilman  St,  Madison,  WI 
53703.  TA  lease  is  sought.  Transferee 
holds  no  authority. 

MC-FG-79124.  By  decision  of  7/9/81 
issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132,  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  SCENIC  MINNESOTA  UNES  CO.  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-147441F  issued  May 

15. 1981  to  SCENIC  MINNESOTA 
LINES,  INC.  authorizing  the 


transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express,  newspapers  and 
mail  in  the  same  vehicles  as  passengers, 
between  Mora,  MN  and  Minneapolis. 
MN  over  MN  Hwy  65,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  Representative: 
Andrew  R.  Clark,  Esq.,  1600  TCF  Tower, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 

MC-FC-79154.  By  decision  of  7/10/81 
issued  imder  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  C.FJL  Part  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  5  approved  the 
transfer  to  LEWIS  R.  KNOPFEL,  JR.  of 
Permit  No.  MC-88273  issued  January  9, 
1940  to  LEWIS  KNOPFEL  auAorizing 
the  transportation  of  Such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
and  in  coimection  therewith,  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
conduct  of  such  business,  between 
points  and  places  in  the  territory 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Lock 
Haven,  PA.  and  extending  in  a 
southeasterly  direction  through 
Middlebin^  PA,  to  Selinsgrove,  PA. 
thence  in  a  southwesterly  direction 
through  Newport  and  McConnellsburg, 
PA,  to  Hance^  MD  thence  in  a 
southerly  direction  to  Windiester,  VA. 
thence  in  a  westerly  directkin  through 
Davis,  WV,  to  Clarksburg,  WV,  thence 
in  a  northerly  direction  to  New  Castle. 
PA.  thence  in  a  northeasterly  direction 
through  Franklin,  PA,  to  Kane,  PA,  and 
thence  in  a  southeasterly  direction 
through  Revovo,  PA,  to  Lock  Haven, 
including  points  and  places  on  the 
above-specified  boundary  line. 
Representative  is:  Sallay  A.  Davoren, 
Attorney,  Pillar  &  Mulroy,  150  Bank 
Tower,  307  Fourth  Ave.,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15222. 

MC-FC-79206.  By  decision  of  7/8/81 
issued  under  49  U.S.G  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  CJF.R.  1121,  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  TRUCK  OI^  INC.  of  P.O.  Box  49. 
Newcomerstown,  OH  43832  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-123255  (Sub-No. 
223F)  issued  to  B&L  MOTOR  FREIGHT. 
INC.  of  1984  Coffinan  Road,  Newark, 
OH  43055  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  general  commodities  (except  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
IL.  IN.  KY.  MI.  OH.  PA,  WV  and  WI. 
Condition:  Truck  One.  Inc.,  and  B&L 
Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  are  bodi  controlled 
by  The  Capitol  Corp.  To  the  extent  that 
the  operathag  rights  being  transferred  to 
Truck  One,  Inc.,  herein,  and  those  being 
retained  by  B&L  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  are 
duplicative,  they  may  not  be  hereafter 
reversed  by  sale  or  otherwise. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  Suite 
1800, 100  East  Broad  St.,  Columbus.  OH 
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43215.  TA  lease  is  sought.  Transferee  is 
not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79208.  By  decision  of  7/10/81 
issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  Part  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  NEVADA-CENTRAL 
EXPRESS,  INC.  of  Phoenix,  AZ  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-142941  (Sub-Nos.  72, 
73, 86,  and  79)  issued  April  23, 1981, 
March  12, 1981,  March  26, 1981,  and  May 
5, 1981,  respectively,  to 
SCARBOROUGH  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
of  Phoenix,  AZ  authorizing  the 
transportation,  by  irregular  routes,  of  (1) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
food  and  department  stores  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  Chicago, 
IL.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
west  of  LA,  AR,  MO,  lA,  and  WI  and 
food  and  related  products  between  New 
Hampton,  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CO,  ID,  MT,  OR,  TX, 
UT,  WA,  and  WY;  (2)  alcoholic 
beverages  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  and  NV,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
OK,  PA,  and  TN;  (3)  alcoholic 
beverages,  between  points  in  AR,  AZ, 
CA,  LA,  and  NV;  and  (4)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  toilet 
preparations  between  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
FL,  IL,  IN,  MA,  MO,  NJ,  OK,  OH,  TX, 
and  WY  and  between  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
FUIL, IN, MA, MO, NJ, OK,  OH, TX, 
and  WL  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  CO,  ID,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MI,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OR,  UT,  VA,  and  WY. 
Representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel,  800 
Nebraska  Savings  Building,  1623 
Famam,  Omaha,  NE  68102. 

Republication 

MC-FC-79244.  By  decision  of  July  8, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  GALEN  O.  KING,  d.b.a. 
G.O.K.  TRUCKING  of  certificate  Nos. 
MC-135696  and  No.  MC-135696  (Sub- 
Nos.  (1),  (4)  and  (6))  issued  to 
LAKEPORT  TRUCKING  AND 
LEASING,  INC.  and  authorizing  the 
transportation  of:  No.  MC-135696 
Alfalfa  products  From  Oak  Harbor  and 
Toledo,  OH,  to  points  in  Michigan, 
Indiana,  Kentudcy  and  Pennsylvania. 
Beet  pulp  from  Findlay  and  Fremont, 

OH  to  points  in  Michigan,  Indiana, 
Kentucky  and  Pennsylvania.  No.  MC- 
135696  (Sub-No.  1)  Feed  and  feed 
ingredients  in  bags  from  N.  Baltimore, 
OH  to  points  in  Michigan,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Peimsylvania,  West  Virginia 
and  New  York.  No.  MC-135696  (Sub-No. 


4)  Beet  pulp  from  Findlay  and  Fremont, 
OH  to  Huron  and  Toledo,  OH,  restricted 
to  shipments  in  foreign  commerce).  No. 
MC-135696  (Sub-No.  6)  Alfalfa  products 
from  Blissfield,  MI  and  Holyville,  OH  to 
points  in  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania  and  points  in  Augusta  and 
Rockingham  Counties,  VA,  from  Toledo, 
OH  to  points  in  New  York  and  Virginia. 
Subject  to  the  following  conditions:  If 
any.  Representative:  Richard  H. 

Brandon,  Attorney-At-Law,  220  West 
Bridge  Street,  P.O.  Box  97,  Dublin,  OH 
43017. 

MC-FC-79266.  By  decision  of  7/13/81 
issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  Part  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  DICK  JONES  TRUCKING, 
INC.  of  Permit  No.  MC-150552F  issued 
March  11, 1981  to  RICHARD  B.  JONES 
doing  business  as  DICK  JONES 
TRUCKING  authorizing  the 
transportation  ot  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  handling),  between  points  in 
New  York  and  Vermont,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii)  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Champlain  Valley  International 
Shippers  &  Receivers  Association,  Inc., 
of  Ravses  Point,  NY.  Representative  is: 
Charles  H.  Kenyon,  21  Merchants  Row, 
P.O.  Box  136,  Swanton,  VT  05488. 

Note. — ^Transferor  has  applied  for  authority 
in  No.  MC-150552  (Sub-No.  11]  to  remove 
certain  restrictions  and  to  amend  the 
territorial  description.  Because  this 
application  is  still  pending,  applicants  are 
advised  to  file  a  petition  for  substitution  of 
transferee  in  the  pending  application. 

MC-FC-79274.  By  decision  of  July  17, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the  ' 
transfer  to  ADVANCED  PICKUP  & 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.  of  Certificate 
No.  MC-133864  issued  March  18, 1980  to 
DEGROSA  TRUCKING, 
INCORPORATED  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (1)  rubber  articles, 
from  the  plant  sites  of  Delford  Industries 
Inc.,  at  Middleton,  NY,  and  Minisink 
Rubber  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Unionville,  NY,  to 
Philadelphia  and  Allentown,  PA, 
Flemington,  NJ,  New  York,  NY,  points  in 
Montgomery  and  Bucks  Counties,  PA, 
Middlesex,  Mercer,  Morris,  Sussex, 
Somerset,  Gloucester,  Camden, 
Burlington,  Union,  Hudson,  Bergen, 
Passaic,  and  Essex  Counties,  NJ,  and 
those  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  and 
Westchester  Counties,  NY,  and  (2) 
commodities  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
rubber  articles  (except  in  bulk),  in  the 


reverse  direction.  Representatives: 

Harold  L.  Reckson,  33-28  Halsey  Rd., 

Fair  Lawn,  NJ  07410  and  Morton  E.  Kiel, 
Suite  1832,  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048. 

Notes.— (1)  Transferee  presently  holds  no 
authority  from  the  Commission  and  (2)  no 
application  for  TA  has  been  filed. 

MC-FC-79291.  By  decision  of  9/1/81 
issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  mles  at  49  C.F.R.  Part  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  WALTER  O.  GRIFFIN,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHERN  WAREHOUSE  AND 
CARTHAGE  CO.,  of  Dothan,  AL,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-€17ra  and  a  portion 
of  MC-61788  (Sub-No.  26),  issued  August 
30, 1967,  and  April  30, 1971,  respectively, 
to  GEORGIA-FLORIDA-ALABAMA 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  of 
Dothan,  AL,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission.  Between 
Bay  Minette,  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Florida  and 
Mississippi.  Household  goods.  Between 
Andalusia,  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Alabama 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  278.  Between 
Troy,  AL  and  points  in  Alabama, 
representative  is:  Maurice  F.  Bishop, 
Attorney,  603  Frank  Nelson  Building, 
Birmingham,  AL  35203,  (205)  251-2881. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority. 
TA  application  has  not  been  filed. 

MC-FC-79300.  By  decision  of 
September  2, 1981,  issued  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49 
C.F.R.  Part  1132,  Review  Board  Number 
3  approved  the  transfer  to  K.P.H. 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  of 
Sunnyvale,  CA,  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
143701  and  subs  thereunder  issued  to 
HODGES  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  of 
Metairie,  LA,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (A)  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration. 
From  the  facilities  of  Inland  Storage 
Distribution  Center,  located  at  Kansas 
City,  KS,  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  LA,  MS, 
NC,  SC,  VA  and  WV.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Inland  Storage  Distribution  Center  and 
destined  to  the  named  states;  (B)(1) 
Paper  bags.  From  the  facilities  of 
Westvaco  Corporation,  Bag  division,  at 
New  Orleans,  LA,  to  points  in  AR,  AX, 
CA,  CO,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  MI,  MO, 
NE,  NM,  OH,  OK,  TN,  TX  and  WI,  (2) 
Materials  used  in  the  production  of 
paper  bags,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk].  From  points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  MI,  MO,  NE,  NM, 
OH,  OK,  TN,  TX  and  WI.  Restricted  in 
(2)  above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  indicated  origins  and 
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destined  to  the  named  destination,  (C) 
Sugar,  except  in  bulk.  From  the  facilities 
of  Godchaux-Henderson  Sugar 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Reserve  and 
Kenner,  LA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA, 
IL,  lA,  KY,  MS,  MO,  NC,  OK,  SC,  TN, 

TX,  VA  and  WV,  (D)  Plastic  materials 
and  commodities  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  plastic  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk].  From  Houston, 

TX;  and  Baton  Rouge,  Meu'ksville  and 
Lake  Charles,  LA;  to  points  in  AL,  FL, 

GA,  IL,  KY,  MN,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN, 
VA,  WI  and  WV.  Restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Jenre  Plastics  and  Southern 
Petrochemical,  Inc.,  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  neuned  States.  (E)  (1) 
Prepared  animal  food  and  pet  supplies, 
and  (2)  Materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk].  Between  the 
facilities  of  Hills  Division  of  Riviana 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  (a]  Topeka,  KS; 

(b]  Commerce  City  and  Hayward,  CA; 
and  (c]  Miami,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK,  CT,  DE,  HL  ME,  NH.  NY.  MA  and 
VT].  (F]  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  grooery  and  food  business  hoases, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk],  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refiignation. 
Between  the  facilities  (rf  Inland  Storage 
Distribution  Center,  at  or  near  Kansas 
City,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK,  HI 
and  KS],  Restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  S-12  (G)  (1]  Bananas, 
and  (2]  Agricultural  commodities  which 
are  otherwise  exempt  from  economic 
regulation  under  49  U.S.C.  10526(a)(6) 
(formerly  Section  203(b](6]  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act]  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  with  bananas.  From  the 
facilities  of  Best  Banana,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Norfolk,  VA,  to  points  in  IL,  OH,  NY, 
MA,  PA,  MD,  WV,  VA,  NC,  SC,  MO,  IN, 
Toronto  in  the  Province  of  Ontcuio  and 
Montreal  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
DC.  Restricted  to  the  tr£ui8portation  of 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior 
movement  by  wate.  (H]  (1]  Roofing;  and 

(2]  Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  roofing,  FRom  the 
facilities  of  Delta  Roofing  Mills,  Inc.,  a 
Division  of  Republic  Gypsum,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Slidell,  LA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
GA,  MS  and  TX.  (I]  (1]  Chemicals  used 
in  the  curing  and  processing  of  cement 
and  concrete  (except  commodities  in 
bulk];  and  (2]  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  application  of 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk].  From  Baton 
Rouge,  LA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR.  CA,  FL. 


GA.  KY.  LA.  MS,  NC.  OK.  SC.  TN  and 
TX.  (J]  Fiber  board.  From  the  facilities  of 
Aurora  Paper  Board  at  Aurora.  IL,  to 
Jefferson  City,  Kansas  City  and 
Marceline,  MO;  and  lola,  Kansas  City 
and  Topeka,  KS.  (K](l]  Paper  bags.  From 
New  Orleans,  LA,  to  points  in  ID,  MA, 
NV,  NH.  NY.  OR.  PA.  WV  and  WY;  and 
(2]  Materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
paper  bags.  From  points  in  ID,  MA,  NV, 
NH.  NY.  OR,  PA,  WV  and  WY,  to  New 
Orleans,  LA.  (L]  Foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk],  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  from  the 
facilities  of  Midsouth  Refiigerated 
Warehouse  Company  at  Memphis,  TN, 
to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC 
and  TX.  (M]  Foodstuffs,  Between  points 
in  the  U.S.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Winton  Sales  Company  or  its 
customers  or  suppliers.  (N]  Foodstuffs, 
Between  points  in  LA,  on  ffie  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  NM,  CO,  WY  and 
MT.  (O]  Cabinets,  From  the  facilities  of 
Stanley  Vidmar,  at  or  near  Allentown, 
PA,  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (P]  Food  or 
kindred  products  as  described  in  Item  20 
of  the  Standard  Transportation 
Commodity  Code,  Between  the  fadlities 
of  Armour  Food  Company  at  points  in 
CA.  TX.  SD,  KY.  NE.  ID.  MO,  MN.  WL 
lA,  PA,  OR  and  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (Q] 
Chemicals,  cleaning  supplies  and 
sanitation  materials.  From  Atlanta,  GA. 
to  Los  Angeles  and  Santa  Clara,  CA; 
Denw,  CO;  Miami  and  Oiiando,  FL; 
Chicago,  IL;  Edmonston,  MD;  Boston, 
MA;  Detroit,  MI:  St.  Paid,  MN;  Kansas 
City  and  St  Louis,  MO;  Springfield,  NJ; 
Albuquerque,  NM;  Cleveland,  OH; 
Pittsburg,  PA;  Dallas  and  Houston.  TX; 
and  Seattle,  WA.  (R]  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail 
grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Topco  and  Associates,  Inc., 
its  suppliers  and  customers,  (S] 
Foodstuffs,  Between  points  and  places 
in  the  U.S.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  points  of 
suppliers  and/or  shippers  that  are 
customers  of  Consolidated  Marketing, 
Inc.,  (T]  sugar,  condiments  and  flavoring 
compounds,  (except  in  bulk].  From 
Supreme,  LA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
GA.  IL.  IN.  lA.  KS.  KY.  MD.  MS,  MO. 

NE.  NG  OH,  OK,  PA,  SG  SD,  TN.  TX, 
VA  and  WV,  and  (U]  Such  commodities 
as  are  manufactured  or  convertors  of 
paper  and  paper  products,  between 
points  and  places  in  the  U.S.  Restricted 
to  traffic  moving  for  and  on  behalf  of 
Westvaco  Corporation.  Applicant  filing 
tenqiormry  authority  application. 


Transferee  is  not  a  carrier  and  holds  no 
authority.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
Lester  G  Arvin,  Attorney,  814  Century 
Plaza  Building,  Widiita,  KS  67202,  (316] 
265-2634. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27928  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BIU.INQ  COOE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Intent  To  Engage  in 
Compensated  Intercorporate  Hauling 
Operations 

This  is  to  provide  notice  as  required 
by  49  U.S.G  10524(b](l]  that  the  named 
corporations  intend  to  provide  or  use 
compensated  intercorporate  hauling 
operations  as  authorized  in  49  U.S.G 
10524(b]. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Bennett  Industries,  Inc., 
5320  Harry  Hines  BouIevFird,  Dallas, 
Texas  75235. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
states  of  incorporation: 

(ij  Monkey  Grip  Rubber  Company,  a 
Texas  corporatiiHi; 

(iij  Anchor  Industries,  Inc.,  an  Ohis 
corporation: 

(iiij  Laher  Spring  and  Electric  Car 
Corp.,  an  Oregon  corporation.  . 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Browning-Ferris 
Industries,  Inc.  (Delaware  Corp.],  Post 
Office  Box  3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
address  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

(1]  Active  Disposal  Company,  32600 
Five  Mile  Road,  Livonia,  Michigan 
48154. 

(2]  BFI  Waste  Systems  of  Indiana, 
Inc.,  10  North  West  Street  Crown  Point 
Indiana. 

(3]  BI  Acquisition  Company,  Post 
Office  Box  3151,  Houston.  Texas  77001. 

(4]  Browning-Ferris,  Inc.  (Delaware 
Corp.],  Post  Office  Box  3151,  Houston, 
Texas  77001. 

(5]  J&G  Waste  Systems,  Inc.,  405  30th 
Street  Post  Office  Box  2782,  Lubbock, 
Texas  79408. 

(6]  Scipio  Farms,  Inc,  Post  Office  Box 
S.  McAlester,  Oklahoma  74501. 

(7]  Sozzi  Waste  Co..  7100  Bowling 
Drive.  Suite  220,  Sacramento.  California 
95823. 

(8]  Browning-Ferris,  Inc.  (Maryland 
Corp.],  Post  Office  Box  8733,  BWI 
Airport  Maryland  21240. 

(9]  Browning-Ferris  Industries 
Chemical  Services,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 
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(10)  Browning-Feiris  Industries 
Chemical  Services  de  Caribe,  Inc., 
Urbanization  Industrial,  El  Tuque, 

Ponce,  Puerto  Rico  00731. 

(11)  Petroservice  of  Louisiana,  Inc., 

Post  OfHce  Box  15211^  Baton  Rouge. 
Louisiana  70815. 

(12)  Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc. 
(Massachusetts  Corp.),  100  Hallet  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02124. 

(13)  Resource  Recovery  Corporation. 
115  Washington  Street,  Holliston, 
Massachusetts  01746. 

(14)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Alabama,  Inc.,  31  First  Avenue  North, 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35202;  also  4649 
Commercial  Drive,  N.W.,  Himtsville, 
Alabama  35805;  also  920  Navco  Road, 
Mobile,  Alabama  36606. 

(15)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Arizona,  Inc.,  2240  W.  Shangri-la. 

Phoenix,  Arizona  85029. 

(16)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Arkansas,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  157, 
Jacksonville,  Arkansas  72076. 

(17)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
California,  Inc.,  1245  South  Winchester 
Boulevard,  Suite  115,  San  Jose, 

California  95128. 

(18)  San  Jose  Land  Reclamation  Co., 
19^  South  Bascom  Avenue,  The 
Pruneyard  Towers  II,  Suite  400, 

Campbell,  California  95008. 

(19)  Customized  Service  Co.,  Inc.,  810 
N.  E.  Third  Street,  Amarillo,  Texas. 

(20)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Colorado,  Inc.,  3001  Walnut,  Denver. 
Colorado  80205. 

(21)  Highway  36  Land  Development 
Company,  3001  Walnut,  Denver, 

Colorado  80205. 

(22)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Connecticut.  Inc.,  100  Hallet  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02124. 

(23)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Florida,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  16966,  7580, 
Phillips  Highway,  Jacksonville,  Florida 
32216;  also  Post  Office  Box  908, 1610 
NW  55th  Place,  Gainesville,  Florida 
32604. 

(24)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Georgia,  Inc.,  920  Marietta  Boulevard. 
N.W;,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30318. 

(25)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Idaho,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  1037, 117 
East  37th,  Boise,  Idaho  83701;  also  Post 
Office  Box  985,  Nampa.  Idaho  83651. 

(26)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Illinois,  Inc.,  1827  Walden  Office  Square, 
Suite  107,  Schaumburg,  Illinois  60195. 

(27)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
In^ana,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  2269,  801 
East  Michigan,  Evansville,  Indiana 
47714. 

(28)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Iowa,  Inc.,  112  9th  Street,  Des  Moines. 
Iowa  50265. 


(29)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Oregon,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3151,  Houston, 
Texas  77001. 

(30)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
(Kansas  City,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
15200,  3i50  North  7th,  Kansas  City, 
Kansas  66115.) 

(31)  Missouri  Dispose-All,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  15200,  3150  North  7th,  Kansas 
City,  Kansas  66115. 

(32)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Kentucky.  Inc.,  2605  Nonconnah 
Boulevard,  Suite  165,  Memphis, 

Tennessee  38132. 

(33)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Tennessee,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  18149, 
3840  Homewood,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
38118. 

(34)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Michigan,  Inc.,  12001  Mack  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48215. 

(35)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
M^nesota,  Ina,  9813  Flying  Cloud 
Drive,  Eden  Prairie,  Minnesota  55344. 

(36)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
MississippL  Inc.,  402  McDonnell 
Avenue,  Biloxi,  Mississippi  39531;  also 
Post  Office  Box  1638, 1035  Old  Brandon 
Road,  Jackson.  Mississippi  39205. 

(37)  Browning-Ferris  ffidustries  of 
Montana,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  3151, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(38)  &t)wning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Nebraska,  Inc.,  1118  South  11th  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68108. 

(39)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
New  Hampshire,  Inc.,  Tolies  Street, 
Hudson,  New  Hampshire  03051. 

(40)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
New  Jersey,  Inc.,  1075  Central  Avenue, 
Clark,  New  Jersey  07066. 

(41)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Central  Jersey.  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(42)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Elizabeth,  N.J..  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  508. 
714  Division  Street,  Elizabeth.  New 
Jersey  07207. 

(43)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
North  Jersey,  Inc.,  54  Montesano  Road. 
Fairfield,  New  Jersey  07006. 

(44)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Paterson,  N.J.,  Inc.,  155  Michigan 
Avenue,  Paterson,  New  Jersey  07503. 

(45)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
South  Jersey.  Inc.,  Cranbury  Station 
Road,  Post  Office  Box  437,  Cranbury, 
New  Jersey  08512. 

(46)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  Waste 
Control,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  3151. 
Houston.  Texas  77001. 

(47)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
New  York.  Inc.,  136  Sicker  Road, 

Latham,  New  York  12110. 

(48)  Robbins  Refuse  Service.  Inc.,  36 
Sicker  Road,  Latham,  New  York  12110. 

(49)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Ohio  and  Michigan,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 


5069,  Pt.  Place  Station,  Toledo,  Ohio 
43611. 

(50)  Comet  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(51)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Ohio,  Inc.,  33  N.  Wickliffe  Circle, 
Yoimgstown,  Ohio  44515. 

(52)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Pennsylvania,  Inc.,  West  Noblestown 
Road,  Post  Office  Box  448,  Carnegie, 
Pennsylvania  15106. 

(53)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  29499, 
65th  Infantry  Station,  Rio  Piedras,  Puerto 
Rico  00929. 

(54)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Quincy,  Illinois,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
3124, 1704  North  24th,  Quincy,  Illinois 
62301. 

(55)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Rochester,  Inc.,  2117  Marion  Road,  S.E.. 
Rochester,  Minnesota  55901. 

(56)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of  St. 
Louis,  Inc.,  11506  Bowling  Green,  Creve 
Coeur,  Missouri  63141;  also  Post  Office 
Box  250, 91  Shady  Lane,  Valley  Park, 
Missouri  63088. 

(57)  Jeffco  Land  Reclamation,  Inc., 
11506  Bowling  Green,  Creve  Coeur, 
Missouri  63141. 

(58)  Rick’s  Repair  and  Mfg.  Co.,  2605 
Nonconnah  Boulevard,  Suite  165, 
Memphis,  Tennessee  38132. 

(59)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of  San 
Mateo  County,  Inc.,  225  Shoreway  Road, 
San  Carlos,  California  94070. 

(60)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
South  Atlantic,  Inc.,  7820  Silas  Creek, 
Parkway  Extension,  Suite  201,  Winston- 
Salem,  North  Carolina  27106. 

(61)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Utah,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  26333,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84125. 

(62)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Vermont,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  121, 
Springfield,  Vermont  05156. 

(63)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
West  Virginia,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(64)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Wisconsin,  Inc.,  1827  Walden  Office 
Square,  Suite  107,  Schaumburg,  Illinois 
60195. 

(65)  Browning-Ferris  Industries  of 
Wyoming,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  3151, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(66)  Browning-Ferris  Services,  Inc., 
Post  Office  Box  3151,  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

(67)  Cardinal  Land  Corp.,  32600  Five 
Mile  Road,  Livonia,  Michigan  48154. 

(68)  Disposal  Specialists,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  121,  Springfield,  Vermont 
05156. 

(69)  Dooley  Equipment  Corporation, 
164  Market  Street,  Brighton, 
Massachusetts  02135. 


Federal  Renter  /  VoL  46,  No.  188  /  Friday,  September  25,  1981  /  Notices 


(70)  ECCO  Contractors,  Inc.,  1417 
North  Harper  Street,  Santa  Ana, 
California  92703. 

(71)  Environmental  Equipment  Corp., 
Post  Office  Box  3151,  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

(72)  ESI,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  3151, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(73)  Indoco,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  3151, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(74)  International  Disposal  Corp. 
(Delaware  Corp.),  Post  Office  Box  3151, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(75)  International  Disposal  Corp. 
(Texas  Corp.),  Post  Office  Box  3151, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(76)  International  Disposal  Corp.  of 
California,  Post  Office  ^x  1987,  San 
Jose,  California  95109. 

(77)  International  Disposal 
Corporation  of  Indiana,  Post  Office  Box 
3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(78)  RWCGP,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(79)  International  Disposal 
Corporation  of  Kansas,  Post  Office  Box 
3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(80)  Lemdfill,  Inc.  (Missouri  Corp.), 

Post  Office  Box  15200,  Kansas  City, 
Kansas  66115. 

(81)  Landfill,  Inc.  (Colorado  Corp.), 
Post  Office  Box  188,  Commerce  city, 
Colorado  80022. 

(82)  Lanham  Waste  Control,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  3151,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

(83)  Louis  Kmito  &  Son,  Inc.,  95  Liberty 
Street  Randolph,  Massachusetts  02368. 

(84)  Lyon  Development  Company, 
32600  Five  Mile  Road,  Livonia,  Mi^igan 
48154. 

(85)  Modem  Waste  Removal,  Inc., 
12001  Mack  Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan 
48215. 

(86)  National  Disposal  Service  of 
Nebraska,  Inc.,  212  South  24th  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68108. 

(87)  Ox  Mountain  Ranch,  225 
Shoreway  Road,  San  Carlos,  California 
94070. 

(88)  Phoenix,  Inc.,  9813  Fljring  Cloud 
Drive,  Eden  Prairie,  Minnesota  55344. 

(89)  Waste  Disposal,  Inc.,  Post  Office 
Box  15200,  Kansas  City,  Kansas  66115. 

(90)  West  Roxbury  Crushed  Stone  Co., 
10  Grove  Street,  West  Roxbury, 
Massachusetts  02132. 

(91)  Woodlake  Sanitary  Service,  Inc., 
9813  Flying  Cloud  Drive,  Eden  Prairie, 
Minnesota  55344. 

1.  Parent  Corporation  and  Address  of 
Principal  Office:  Consolidated  Papers, 
Incorporated,  231 1st  Avenue  North, 
Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI 54494. 

2.  Wholly  owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
State  Ineorporatlon:  (1)  Consoweld 
Corpotation.  A  Wisconsin  Corpoiatioa. 


3.  Divisions:  (1)  Castle  Rock  Container 
Company,  Grove  Street,  Ad€uns,  WI 
53910. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  81-27927  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Voiume 
No.  170] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decision^  Restriction  Removais; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  September  22, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR 1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  fiom  any 
applicant  upon  request  €uid  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  die  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  imduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normed  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Ewing,  and  Shaffer. 
James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

MG  99408  (Sub-12)X,  filed  September 

14, 1981.  Applicant:  CITY  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  1  Passan  Dr.,  Laflin 
Borough,  PA  18702.  Representative: 
Joseph  A.  Keating,  Jr.,  121  S.  Main  St., 
Taylor,  PA  18517.  Applicant  seeks  in  its 
Sub-No.  8F  certifioate  to  broaden  the 
territorial  description  fitim  Scranton  and 
Wilkes  Barre,  PA  to  Lackawanna  and 
Loaeme  Counties,  PA  and  to  eliminate 
the  hdlity  restriction  in  its  general 
coounodity  autkimty. 
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MG  105159  (Sub-43)X  filed  September 

8. 1981.  Applicant  KNUDSEN 
TRUCKING,  INC,  1320  West  Main 
Street  Red  Wing,  MN  55066. 
Representative:  Stephen  F.  GrinneU, 

1600  TFC  Tower,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  36  certificate 
to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  to  “food  and  related 
products,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
Bupphes  used  in  the  manufacturing  and 
processing  thereof,”  fit)m  edible  nuts, 
chocolate  covered  peanuts,  soybeans, 
imitation  bacon,  cookies,  shoestring 
potatoes,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  utilized  in  the  manufacture  of 
edible  nuts;  (2)  remove  the  restriction 
against  transportation  of  certain  named 
commodities,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles; 
and  (3)  remove  restrictions  (a)  limiting 
transportation  of  traffic  to  that 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  named 
facilities,  and  (b)  against  service  in  AK 
or  HL  fi^m  authority  to  serve  between 
various  points  in  19  States,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC 116993  (Sub-3)X,  filed  September 

2. 1981.  Applicant:  CITY  HAUL,  INC, 

705  East  ^cond  Street,  Cincinnati,  OH. 
Representative:  Richard  Rueda,  133 
North  4th  Street,  I4iiladelphia,  PA  19106. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  lead  and  Sub-No.  2  permits  as 
follows:  (1)  in  the  lead,  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  engines  and 
motors,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in 
production,  development  and  research 
with  respect  to  engines  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products,  petroleum  and 
coal  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products,  metal  products,  machinery  and 
motors,  transportation  equipment  and 
miscellaneous  products  of 
manufacturing”:  (2)  in  the  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  2.  expand  the  territorial  description 
to  between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper;  and  (3)  in  its  lead  eliminate  the 
10,000  pounds  or  less  weight  restriction 
and  the  exclusion  against  those 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment 

MC  123248  (Sub-l)X,  filed  September 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  J.  HUDSON, 
d.b.a.  JOHN  J.  HUDSON  CO..  1  Service 
Road,  Providence,  RI 02905. 
Representative:  Frank  J.  Weiner,  15 
Court  Square.  Boston,  MA  02108. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  the 
restrictions  in  its  lead  certificate  to  (1) 
broedea  the  commodity  description  from 
liquid  bitmiaous  materials  used  in  road 
building  to  “coal  and  coal  products,  (wes 
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and  minerals,  petroleum,  natural  gas 
and  their  products,  and  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products":  (2)  expand  East 
Providence,  RI  to  countywide  authority 
to  serve  Providence,  Kent,  and  Bristol 
Counties.  RI,  and  Bristol  County,  MA:  (3) 
authorize  radial  operations  in  lieu  of 
one-way  authority;  and  (4)  remove  the 
“in  bulk”  restriction. 

MC 124411  (Sub-24)X,  Tiled  September 
8, 1981.  Applicant:  SUIXY  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  185,  SuUy,  lA  50251. 
Representative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1000 
United  Central  Bank  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 
lA  50309.  Applicant  seelu  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2,  3, 4,  7, 8,  9, 
10, 11, 12. 14, 16F,  17F,  18F,  19F.  and  22F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  to  “chemicals 
and  relat^  products"  firom  fertilizer, 
liquid  fertilizer,  liquid  fertilizer 
solutions,  fertilizer  ingredients, 
anhydrous  ammonia,  liquified  petroleum 
gas,  asphalt  and  asphalt  cement  and 
nitrogen  fertilizer  solution,  in  all  subs, 
except  Sub-No.  10,  to  “farm  products” 
from  liquid  animal  feed  and  liqmd 
animal  feed  supplements,  in  Sub-No.  10, 
(2)  remove  the  “in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles”  restrictions  in  all  subs,  (3) 
remove  the  facilities  restrictions  in  Sub- 
Nos.  3.  4.  7,  8,  9, 10, 11, 12. 14, 17F,  18F 
and  19F  and  (4)  broaden  the  territorial 
description  by  substituting  coimty-wide 
authority  for  city  wide  auUiority  and 
facilities  as  follows:  Benton  County,  lA 
(for  Vinton,  lA),  in  Sub-No.  2;  Rock 
Island  Coimty,  IL  (for  facilities  at 
Cordova,  IL),  in  Sub-Nos.  3  and  8, 
Whiteside  County,  IL  (for  facilities  at 
Albany.  IL),  in  Sub-Nos.  9  and  14  and 
(for  facilities  at  Fulton,  IL),  in  Sub-No. 

11;  Van  Biiren  County,  lA  (for  facilities 
at  Cantril,  lA),  in  Sub-No.  4;  Jackson 
County,  lA  (for  facilities  at  Bellevue, 
lA),  in  Sub-No.  7;  Cedar  County,  lA  (for 
facilities  at  Clarence,  lA),  in  Sub-No.  10; 
Winneshiek  County,  lA  (for  Jackson 
Junction,  LA)  and  Keokuk  County,  lA 
(for  Keota,  lA),  in  Sub-No.  11;  Clay  and 
Ida  Counties,  LA  (for  facilities  at 
Spencer  and  Holstein,  LA)  and  Butler 
County,  NE  (for  facilities  at  David  City, 
NE),  in  Sub-No.  12;  Polk  County,  lA  (for 
Des  Moines.  lA),  in  Sub-No.  16F;  Kansas 
City,  MO — Kansas  City,  KS,  commercial 
zone  (for  facilities  at  Kansas  City,  KS) 
and  Polk  County,  lA  (for  Des  Moines, 
lA),  in  Sub-No.  17F;  Chickasaw  County, 
lA  (for  facilities  at  New  Hampton,  lA), 
Blue  Earth  and  Swift.  Counties,  MN  (for 
facilities  at  Benson  and  Maiikato,  MN) 
and  Foster  County,  ND  (for  facilities  at 
Carrington,  ND),  in  Sub-No.  18F;  Cerro 
Gordo  County,  LA  (for  facilities  at  . 
Mason  City,  LA),  in  Sub-No.  19F  and 
Tama  County,  lA  (for  Tama.  LA.  in  Sub- 
No.  22F,  and  (4)  authorize  radial 


authority  for  one-way  authorities  in  all 
Sub-Nos. 

Previously  noticed  in  Federal  Register 
issued  of  September  3, 1981  and 
supplemented  as  published  this  issue. 

MC  136818  (Sub-132)X,  filed  August 
10, 1981.  Applicant:  SWIFT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
5601  West  Mohave,  Phoenix,  AZ  85031. 
Representative:  Donald  E.  Femaays, 

4040  East  McDowell  Rd.,  Suite  320, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85008.  In  addition  to 
changes  previously  noticed,  applicant 
seeks  to  (1)  remove  the  exceptions  of 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk  in  Sub- 
No.  5;  (2)  broaden  alcoholic  liquors  to 
food  and  related  products  in  Sub-No. 

107;  (3)  replace  Tucson,  AZ,  with  Pima 
County,  A2L  in  Sub-No.  17;  (4)  remove 
the  exception  of  AK  and  HI  in  Sub-No. 
109;  and  (5)  replace  one  way  with  radial 
authority  in  Sub-Nos.  39, 104,  and  110. 

MC  134134  (Sub-100)IL  filed 
September  9, 1981.  Applicant 
MAINUNER  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
4202  Dahlman  Avenue.  Omaha.  NE 
68107.  Representative:  James  F.  Crosby, 
7363  Pacific  Street,  Suite  210B,  Omaha, 
NE  68114.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  1, 4.  5, 6, 7, 

87,  9. 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 19,  21,  22,  24,  27, 

28,  3a  31, 32.  34F,  35F,  36F,  38F,  39F,  40F, 
41F,  43F,  45F.  47F,  52F,  53F,  54F.  55F.  56F. 
57F,  58F.  59F.  OOF,  61F,  66F,  67F,  68F,  69F, 
7lF,  72F,  90F  and  98  certificates  to  (1) 
remove  restriction  of  “hides”  in  Sub- 
Nos.  1, 4,  5,  a  7,  9, 10, 12. 15, 17,  21,  22. 

30,  36F,  and  47F;  (2)  remove  restriction 
of  “commodities  in  bulk”  in  Sub-Nos.  1. 

4,  5,  a  7,  9. 10, 12, 13, 15, 17,  21,  27F,  31F, 
34F.  36F,  39F,  47F,  53F.  56F,  57F,  6lF,  68F, 
71F,  72F,  and  90F:  (3)  remove  restriction 
of  “commodities  requiring  special 
equipment”  in  Sub-Nos.  22  and  30;  (4) 
remove  restriction  of  “in  containers"  in 
Sub-Nos.  19,  28F  and  98;  (5)  remove 
“plant  site",  “facilities",  “originating  at", 
or  “destined  to"  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos. 
1,  4,  5,  6,  7,  9, 10. 12, 13, 15, 17, 19.  21.  27F, 
28F.  31F,  32F.  35F.  36F,  39F,  40F,  41F,  43F, 
47F,  52F,  53F.  54F,  55F,  56F,  57F.  38F,  58F, 
59F.  OOF.  66F,  68F.  69F,  71F,  72F.  and  98; 
(6)  remove  the  restriction  “when  moving 
in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the  same  time 
in  mixed  loads  with  alcoholic  beverages 
on  a  single  bill  of  lading  to  a  single 
consignee"  in  Sub-No.  98;  (7)  broaden 
the  authority  from  one-way  to  two-way 
radial  authority  in  Sub-Nos.  1, 4,  5,  6,  7, 

9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17. 19,  21,  22,  24,  28F,  30. 
31F,  32F.  34F,  35F.  36F,  38F,  39F,  40F,  43F. 
45F,  47F,  52F,  54F,  55F,  58F,  59F.  OOF.  61F. 
66F,  67F.  68F,  69F,  71F,  72F,  90F,  and  98; 
(8)  broaden  the  authority  to  “food  and 
related  products". 

(a)  from  meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 


sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Description  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  and 
similar  descriptions  in  Sub-Nos.  1, 4,  5, 

6,  7,  9. 10, 12, 13. 15. 17,  21.  22,  30.  35F. 
36F,  and  47F,  (b)  from  pet  foods,  animal 
feed  and  animal  feed  ingredients  in  Sub- 
No.  19;  (c)  from  malt  beverages  in.  Sub- 
No.  24;  (d)  frnm  alcoholic  liquors  and 
wines  in  Sub-Nos.  34F  and  71F;  (e)  from 
from  foodstuffs  in  Sub-Nos.  38F,  OOF  and 
6lF;  (f)  from  frozen  beef  in  Sub-No.  40F; 
(g)  from  alcoholic  beverages  in  Sub-Nos. 
52F,  58F,  €ind  67F:  (h)  fitjm  confectionary 
and  confectionary  products  in  Sub-No. 
55F;  (i)  from  canned  goods  in  Sub-No. 
59F;  (j)  from  alcoholic  beverages,  and 
non-^coholic  beverage  mixes  in  Sub- 
No.  66F;  (k)  from  alcoholic  beverages  ' 
and  wines  in  Sub-No.  68F:  (1)  from 
alcoholic  beverages,  and  non-alcoholic 
cocktail  mixes  in  Sub-No.  69F;  and  (m) 
from  alcoholic  beverages  (except  malt 
beverages)  and  non-alcoholic  beverages 
in  Sub-No.  98;  (9)  broaden  the  authority 
from  animal  feed,  feed  ingredients, 
additives,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  animal  feed  to  “food  and  related 
products,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  these  commodities”  in  Sub-No.  27F; 
(10)  from  broaden  the  authority  from 
fertilizer,  tree  killing  compounds  and 
pesticides  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products”  in  Sub-No.  28F:  (11)  broaden 
the  authority  from  synthetic  fiber  and 
synthetic  fiber  waste  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products,  textile  mill  products, 
and  waste  or  scrap  materials,  not 
identified  by  industry  producing”  and 
from  plastic  materials  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products”  in  Sub-No.  31F;  (12)  broaden 
the  authority  from  aluminum  plate  and 
aluminum  sheet  to  “metal  products"  in 
Sub-No.  32F;  (13)  broaden  the  authority 
from  cleaning  compounds,  motor  fuel 
water  asorption  compoimds,  charcoal 
starter  and  petroleum  motor  oil  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products  and 
petroleum,  natural  gas,  and  their 
products”  in  Sub-No.  39F:  (14)  broaden 
the  authority  from  (a)  heating  and  air 
conditioning  equipment,  (b)  accessories 
for  commodities  in  (a)  above,  and  (c) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  of 
commodities  in  (a)  above  to  “machinery 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  of  the 
commodity  named”  in  Sub-No.  41F;  (15) 
broaden  the  authority  from  pipe  fittings 
and  rough  iron  castings  to  “metal 
products"  in  Sub-No.  43F;  (16)  broaden 
the  authority  from  (a)  steel  flooring,  and 
floor  coverings,  and  (b)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of 
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commodities  in  (a)  above  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  used,  in,  dealt  in,  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  of  flooring 
and  floor  coverings”  in  Sub-No.  45F;  (17) 
broaden  the  authority  from  “aluminum 
sheet,  coil,  foil,  and  scrap”  to  “metal 
products,  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  and  waste  or  scrap  materials, 
not  identified  by  industry  producing”  in 
Sub-No.  54;  (18)  broaden  the  authority 
from  “acids  and  chemicals”  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products”  in 
Sub-No.  72F:  (19)  broaden  the  authority 
in  the  above:  (a)  horn  Omaha,  NE  to 
Douglas,  Washington,  Sarpy  and  Cass 
Counties,  NE  and  Pottawattamie  and 
Mills  Counties,  lA  in  Sub-Nos.  9,  21,  22, 
30,  32, 40F,  47F,  36F,  66F,  and  98;  (b)  from 
Harlan,  lA  to  Shelby  County,  LA  in  Sub- 
Nos.  1  and  30;  (c)  from  York,  NE  to  York 
County,  NE  in  Sub-No.  1;  (d)  from  Cozad 
and  Lexington,  NE  to  Dawson  County, 

NE  in  Sub-No.  1;  (e)  from  Sioux  Center, 
lA  to  Sioux  County,  lA  in  Sub-No.  4;  (f) 
from  Spencer,  lA  to  Clay  Coimty,  lA, 
from  Hartley,  LA  to  O’Brien  County,  lA, 
from  Schuyler,  NE  to  Colfax  County,  NE 
and  from  Sioux  Fedls,  SD  to  Lincoln  and 
Minnehaha  Coimties,  SD  in  Sub-No.  4, 

(g)  from  Clarinda,  LA  to  Page  County,  lA, 
from  Storm  Lake,  lA  to  Buena  Vista 
County,  LA,  and  from  Postville,  LA  to 
Allamakee,  Winneshiek,  Fayette,  and 
Clayton  Counties,  lA  in  Sub-No.  6;  (h) 
from  Monmouth,  IL  to  Warren  County, 

IL  in  Sub-No.  7;  (i)  from  Council  Blufrs, 
lA  to  Pottawattamie  and  Mills  Coimties, 
lA  in  Sub-No.  9;  (j)  from  (oslyn,  IL  to 
Henry  and  Rock  Island  Counties,  IL  in 
Sub-No.  10;  (k)  from  Carroll,  LA  to 
Carroll  County,  lA,  from  “Denison,  LA  to 
Crawford  County,  LA,  and  from  Iowa 
Falls,  lA  to  Hardin  County,  LA  in  Sub- 
No.  12;  (1)  from  Mankato,  KS  to  Jewell 
County,  KS  in  Sub-No.  13;  (m)  from 
Madison,  NE  to  Madison  County,  NE  in 
Sub-No.  15;  (n)  from  Crete.  NE  to  Saline 
and  Lancaster  Counties,  NE  in  Sub-No. 
17;  (o)  from  Columbus,  OH  to  Franklin, 
Delaware,  Licking,  Madison,  Union. 
Fairheld  and  Pickaway  Counties,  OH 
and  from  Cortland,  NY  to  Cortland  and 
Tompkins  Counties,  NY  in  Sub-No.  19; 

(p)  from  Oakland,  lA  to  Pottawattamie 
County,  lA  in  Sub-No.  21;  (q)  from 
Golden,  CO  to  Jefferson  County.  CO  in 
Sub-No.  24;  (r)  from  Mattoon,  IL  to  Coles 
County,  IL  in  Sub-No.  27;  (s)  from 
Trenton,  NJ  to  Mercer,  Hunterdon, 
Middlesex,  Monmouth  and  Burlington 
Counties,  NJ  and  Bucks  County,  PA, 
from  Houston,  TX  to  Harris,  Waller. 
Montgomery,  Fort  Bend,  Brazoria  and 
Chambers  Counties,  TX  and  from  Grand 
Island,  NE  to  Hall  and  Hamilton 
Counties,  NE  in  Sub-No.  31;  (t)  from 
Clayton,  NJ  to  Gloucester  County,  NJ. 
and  from  Wheeling,  IL  to  Cook  and  Lake 


Counties,  IL  in  Sub-No.  32;  (u)  from 
Owensboro,  KY  to  Davies  County,  KY 
and  Spencer  County,  IN.  from  Des 
Moines,  LA  to  Polk,  Warren,  Madison, 
and  Dallas  Counties.  lA,  and  from 
Minneapolis,  MN  to  Hennepin,  Carver, 
Scott,  Dakota,  Washington,  Anoka,  and 
Ramsey  Counties,  MN  in  Sub-No.  34F; 

(v)  from  Wyalusing,  PA 

to  Bradford  County,  PA, 

and  from  Erie,  PA  to  Erie  County,  PA  in 

Sub-No.  35F;  (w)  from  Johnson  City,  NY 

and  Binghamton,  NY  to  Broome  County, 

NY  in  Sub-No.  38F;  (x)  from  Paulsboro, 

NJ  to  Gloucester  County,  NJ  in  Sub-No. 
39F;  (y)  from  Elkton,  MD  to  Cecil 
County,  MD,  from  Frederick,  MD  to 
Frederick  Coimty,  MD,  from  Edison,  NJ 
to  Somerset  and  Middlesex  Counties, 

NJ,  from  Effingham,  IL  to  Effingham 
County,  IL,  and  from  Muskegon,  MI  to 
Muskegon  and  Ottawa  Counties,  MI  in 
Sub-No.  4lF;  (z)  from  Blossburg,  PA  to 
Tioga  County,  PA  in  Sub-No.  43F;  (aa) 
from  Red  Lion,  PA  to  York  Coimty,  PA 
in  Sub-No.  45F;  (bb)  from  Kansas  City, 
MO  to  Jackson,  Cass,  Clay,  and  Platte 
Counties,  MO  and  Wyandotte,  Johnson 
and  Leavenworth  Counties,  KS  in  Sub- 
Nos.  52F  and  90F;  (cc)  from  Paducah,  KY 
to  McCracken  County,  KY  and  Massac 
County,  IL  in  Sub-No.  53F;  (dd)  from 
Lebanon,  PA  to  Lebanon  County,  PA  in 
Sub-No,  54F;  (ee)  from  Bethleham,  PA  to 
Northampton  and  Lehigh  Counties,  PA 
in  Sub-No.  55F;  (ff)  from  Hartford  and 
East  Hartford,  CT  to  Hartford  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  CT  in  Sub-No.  56F; 
(gg)  from  Detroit,  MI  to  Wayne, 

Macomb,  Oakland,  Livingston, 
Washtenaw,  and  Monroe  Counties,  MI, 
and  from  Allen  Park,  MI  to  Wayne 
County*  MI  in  Sub-No.  57F;  (hh)  from 
Des  Moines,  lA  to  Polk,  Warren,  Dallas, 
and  Madison  Counties,  LA,  and  from 
Grimes,  lA  to  Polk  County.  lA  in  Sub- 
No.  58F;  (ii)  from  East  Peoria,  IL  to 
Peoria,  Tazewell,  and  Woodford 
Counties,  IL  in  Sub-No.  59F;  (jj)  from 
Wellsboro,  PA  to  Tioga  County,  PA  and 
from  Syracuse.  NY  to  Onondaga  and 
Madison  Counties,  NY  in  Sub-No.  60F; 
(kk)  from  Erie,  and  North  East,  PA  to 
Erie  County,  PA  in  Sub-No.  61F;  (11)  from 
Minneapolis.  MN  to  Hennepin,  Carver, 
Scott,  Dakota,  Washington,  Anoka  and 
Ramsey  Counties,  MN  in  Sub-No.  66F; 
(mm)  from  Hartford,  CT  to  Hartford  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  CT  in  Sub-No.  68F; 
(nn)  from  Clermont,  KY  to  Bullitt 
County,  KY  in  Sub-No.  69F;  (oo)  from 
Frankfort,  KY  to  Franklin  and  Woodford 
Counties,  KY,  from  Cincinnati,  OH  to. 
Hamilton,  Butler,  and  Clermont 
Counties,  OH  and  Boone,  Kenton  and 
Campbell  Counties,  KY.  and  from 
Crimes,  lA  to  Polk  County,  lA  in  Sub- 
No.  71F;  (pp)  from  Groton,  CT  to  New 


London  County,  CT  in  Sub-No.  72F;  (20) 
remove  the  in  tank  vehicle  restriction  in 
Sub-Nos.  1.  31F,  34F,  36F.  39F.  61F,  6SF, 
71F,  and  72F;  and  (21)  eliminate  except 
AK  and  HI  restriction  wherever  it 
appears  in  the  above  sub-numbers. 

MC  139294  (Sub-9)X,  fried  September 

4. 1981.  Applicant:  LLTX.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
122,  Fairfield,  AL  35064.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen, 
AL  36401.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  6F  certifrcate 
to  (A)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  to  “metal  products  and 
building  materials  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof.” 
from  iron  and  steel  articles  and  pipe  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
iron  and  steel  articles;  (B)  eliminate  the 
“commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles” 
restriction  and,  “AK  and  LLT* 
restrictions,  and  (C)  replace  existing 
one-way  authority  with  radial  authority. 
Parts  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  authority  will  be 
subsumed  in  part  4. 

MC  142292  (Sub-3)X,  fried  September 

14. 1981.  Applicant:  RICHARD 
WARREN  WHITLEY,  43  Wilson 
Avenue,  Belleville,  Ontario,  CD  K8N 
5A2.  Representative:  William  J.  Hirsch, 
1125  Convention  Tower,  43  Court  Street, 
Buffalo,  NY  14202.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  2F  permits  to  (1)  broaden 
commodity  description  &x>m  pre-cast 
and  pre-stressed  concrete  structural 
products  to  “clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products”  in  lead  and  Sub  2F;  and 
(2)  broaden  the  territorial  descriptions  to 
“between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shippers. 

MC  149546  (Sub-25)X,  fried  September 

14, 1981.  Applicant:  D  &  T  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  12505,  New  Brighton, 
MN  55112.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  P.O  Box  5,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55440.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  MC-117644  Sub-No. 
53F  permit  to  broaden  the  territorial 
description  to  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  a 
named  shipper. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27929  Filed  9-28-81;  8:45  am) 
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Decided:  September  18. 1961. 

The  following  applications,  fried  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 


47320 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  186  /  Friday.  September  25,  1981  /  Notices 


Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedimes,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  finm 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be- deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  imder  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or.  if  the 
application  later  become  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  oomplienoe.  The 
unclosed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authmity  will  be  issued. 

WitUa  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicemt  may  file  a  verified  statement 


in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman's  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

MC  146938  (Sub-2),  filed  August  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRI-J  TRUCKING,  INC., 
1608  Whipple  Rd.,  Union  City,  CA  94587. 
Representative:  Jack  Leong  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (415)  487-5150. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners,  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Pepperidge  Farms,  Inc.,  of 
Richmond,  UT,  Haggar  Company,  of 
Dallas,  TX,  and  General  Foods 
Corporation  of  San  Leandro,  CA. 

MC  158098,  filed  September  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  JHIFFREY  MILLER,  R,R.  2, 
Withee,  WI 54498.  Representative: 
Jeffrey  Miller  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (715)  229-2717.  Transporting 
food  and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

|FR  Doc.  81-Z792S  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 
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The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Fedwal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  Fot  compliance  prooediu'es,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rales  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 


application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplying  grants 
of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  fuid  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
fi-om  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  es  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right 

Nolar— AB  applications  are  for  authority  to 
opesate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
fotersiete  or  foreign  oommeroe  over  irregidar 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Apphoetions 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
when  serviae  is  for  a  naaoed  sUp^  “under 
eontraeL” 
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I^ease  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman’s  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-177 

Decided:  September  17, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier, 

MC 11592  (Sub-31),  filed  September  3. 
1981.  Applicant  BEST  REFRIGERATED 
EXPRESS,  INC,  P.O.  Box  7365,  Omaha. 
NE  68107.  Representative:  Rick  A.  Rude, 
Suite  611, 1730  Rhode  Island  A^e..  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20036,  (202)  223-6900. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  lA,  IL,  NE,  those 
in  SD  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  83  and  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  14,  those  in  MO 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  65  and  on  and 
north  of  Interstate  Hwy  70,  and  those  in 
CO  on  and  east  of  Interstate  Hwy  25,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S, 

MC  39073  (Sub-12),  filed  July  27, 1961 
(correction),  previously  published  in  the 
Federal  Rej^ter  issue  of  August  18. 

1981,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  BUDRECK  TRUCK 
LINES,  ffilC.,  9330  South  Constance  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60617.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Kerwin,  180  North  LaSalle 
St.,  Chicago.  IL  60601,  (312)  332-5106. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  IL,  IN.  KY,  MI,  OH, 
and  WI, 

Note.— This  republication  corrects  the 
territory  description. 

MC  85482  (Sub-4),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  ACME  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  SERVICE,  INC.,  3333  South 
Iron  St.,  Chicago,  EL  60608. 
Representative:  H.  Barney  Firestone,  10 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  1600,  Chicago.  IL 
60603,  (312)  263-160a  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
International  Nu-Way  Shippers.  Inc.,  of 
Chicago,  IL 

MC  87103  (Sub-94),  filed  September  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANSFER 
AND  RIGGING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  322. 
Cuyahoga  Falls.  OH  44222. 
Representative:  Walter  Keal  (same 
address  as  applicant),  216-325-2521. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S..  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Thie  Temper 
Corporation,  of  Cleveland,  OH. 

MC  107012  (Sub-737),  filed  September 

2, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.  5001  U.S.  Hwy  30 
West  P.O.  Itox  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  David  D.  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant).  (219)  429- 
2110.  Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  us^  by  manufacturers 


and  distributors  of  industrial  heating 
and  cooling  units,  between  points  in 
Appanoose  County,  lA,  Coles  County, 

IL  and  Racine  Couty,  WL  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  107012  (Sub-738),  filed  September 

8. 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Hwy  30 
West,  P.O.  ^x  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  David  D.  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (219)  429- 
2110.  Transporting  materials,  equipment, 
and-supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  fireplaces,  between 
points  in  Appanoose  and  Henry 
Counties,  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  107912  (Sub-47),  filed  September 

1. 1981.  Applicant:  REBEL  MOTOR 
FREIGHT.  INC.,  3934  Homewood  Road. 
Memphis,  TN  38118.  Representative:  A. 
Doyle  Cloud,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137,  (901) 
767-5600.  Transporting  electrical 
machinery  and  equipment  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Otero 
County,  NM,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Madison  County, 

MS. 

MC  108452  (Sub-14),  filed  September 

1, 1981.  Applicant:  GOLD  LINL  INC., 
d.b.a.  GOLD  LINE,  5500  Tuxedo  Road. 
Tuxedo.  MD  20781.  Representative:  L  C 
Major,  Jr.,  Suite  400  Overlook  Building, 
6121  lincolnia  Road.  Alexandria,  VA 
22312,  (703)  750-1112.  Over  regular 

routes,  transporting 

their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  junction  of  MD 
Hwys  5  and  235,  south  of 
Mechanicsville,  MD.  and  Lexington 
Park,  MD:  fiom  juimtion  of  MD  Hwys  5 
and  235  over  MD  Hwy  5  to  jimction  hfi) 
Hwy  246,  then  over  MD  Hwy  246  to 
Lexington  Park,  MD,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note.— This  authority  is  to  be  tacked  with 
applicant’s  existing  authority  between 
Washington,  DC  and  Lexington  Park.  MD,  via 
MD  Hwys  S  and  235  at  junction  points  of  MD 
Hwys  5  and  235  and  at  Lexington  Park,  MD, 
so  as  to  permit  applicant  to  provide  service 
between  Washington,  DC,  and  Lexington 
Park  via  MD  Hwys  5  and  246. 

MC  113822  (Sub-9),  filed  August  31, 
1981.  Applicant  DALGARNO 
TRANSPORTA’nON,  INC.,  144  East 
Commerce  SL  Aberdeen,  39730. 
Representative:  William  S.  Richards, 
P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt  Lake  City.  UT  84118 
(801)  531-1777.  Transporting  Mercer 
commodities,  between  points  in  AZ.  CO, 
ID.  MT.  NV.  NM.  ND.  SD.  UT,  WY.  OR 
and  WA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 


other,  points  in  AL  AR,  CA,  KS,  LA,  MS, 
NE.  OK.  OR.  TN.  TX  and  WA. 

MC  129712  (Sub-56),  filed  August  31. 
1981.  Applicant  GEORGE  l^NNETT 
MOTOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  569, 
McDonough,  GA  30253.  Representative: 
Guy  H.  Postell,  Esq.,  Suite  713, 3384 
Peachtree  Road,  NE.  Atlanta,  GA  30326, 
(404)  237-6472.  Transporting  machinery, 
between  points  in  the  U.Sm  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Sperry  New 
Holland  Division,  Sperry  Corporation,  of 
New  Holland,  PA. 

MC  134073  (Sub-20),  filed  September 

8. 1981.  Applicant  G^OVA 
TRANSPORT.  INC..  484  Gayton  RdL. 
Williamstown,  N)  08094.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  (201) 
435-7140.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.Sh 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Mrs. 
Smith’s  Frozen  Foods  Co.,  of  Pottstown, 
PA. 

MC  140553  (Sub-18),  filed  September 

4. 1981.  Applicant  ROGERS  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  3325  Highway  24  East 
Longansport,  IN  46945.  Representative: 
Thomas  E.  Leahy  Jr.,  1980  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309,  515-245- 
4300.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Webster 
County,  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  142603  (Sub-53),  filed  August  31. 
1981.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS  OF  AMERICA,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  179,  Springfield.  MA  01101. 
Representative:  Tami  L  Quinlan  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (413)  732-6283. 
Tramsporting  rubber  &  plastic  products 
and  waste  or  scrap  materials  not 
identified  by  industry  producing, 
between  points  in  the  U.S^  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  A-Top 
Polymers,  Inc.,  of  Salem,  NH. 

MC  143032  (Sub-43),  filed  August  31, 
1981.  Applicant  WALCO  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  3112  Truck  Center  Drive.  Duluth, 
MN  55806.  Representative:  VVilliam  J. 
Gambucd,  525  Lumber  Exchange  Bldg., 
Ten  Sough  Fifth  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402,  (612)  340-0808.  Transporting 
general  commodities,  between  the 
facilities  of  Conwed  Corporation,  at 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  143183  (Sub-13),  filed  September 

1. 1981.  Applicant  D  &  L  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1741,  Wilmington,  NC- 
28402.  Representative:  Jack  L  Sdiiller, 
Esq.,  502  Flatbush  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  NY 
11225,  (212)  941-6291.  Transporting  dry 
fertilizers,  nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions, 
anhydrous  ammonia,  urea,  nitric  acid, 
sulphuric  acid,  ammonium  nitrate 
fertilizer,  ammonia  nitric  acid, 
phospatic  fertilizer  solutions,  potash 
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and  lime,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  W.R. 
Grace  &  Co.,  Agricultural  Chemicals 
Group,  of  Wilmington,  NG 

MC 144592  (Sub-9),  filed  August  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  WAYDENS  HEAVY 
HAULERS,  INC.,  1400  North  6th  Ave., 
Hiawatha,  lA  52233.  Representative: 
James  M.  Hodge,  1000  United  Central 
Bank  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309,  515- 
243-6164.  Transporting  those 
commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
handling  or  equipment,  between  points 
in  lA,  IL,  IN,  MI.  MN,  MO,  OH,  and  WI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the.  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145773  (Sub-13),  filed  September 

1, 1981.  Applicant:  KBIK  BROS. 
TRANSPORTATION  INC.,  800 
Vandermark  Rd.,  Sidney,  OH  45365. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
228-1541.  Transporting  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products,  and  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Ridiard  Klinger,  Inc.,  of  Sidney,  OH. 

MC  145902  (Sub-2),  filed  September  1, 
1981.  Applicant  K.R.L  TRANSIT,  INC., 
223  Vincent  Street  Springfleld,  IL  62707. 
Representative:  Edward  D.  McNamara, 
Jr.,  Lpelieann  G.  Maxey,  907  Sooth 
Fourth  St.,  Springfield,  EL  62706,  (217) 
528-8476.  Transporting  rough  cut 
hardwood  lumber,  between  points  In  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IN. 

MC  146133  (Sub-4),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  AppUcant:  HALVOR  LINES,  INC., 
4609  W.  First,  Duluth,  MN  55806. 
Representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark,  1600 
TCT  Tower,  121  South  8th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612)  333-1341. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  St.  Louis 
County,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Condition: 

To  the  extent  any  certificate  issued  in 
this  proceeding  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  it  shall  be  limited  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  its  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  146303  (Sub-llF),  filed  September 

1, 1981.  Applicant:  COLO-TEX 
INDUSTRIES.  INC..  1325  West  Quincy 
Avenue.  Englewood,  CO  80110. 
Representative:  William  J.  Lippman, 
Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50  South  Steele 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80209,  (303)  320-6100. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Cache  County,  UT,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on'the  other,  points 
in  CT,  MA,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  DE,  RI,  MD,  NE, 
and  KS. 


MC  147832  (Sub-9),  filed  August  31, 
1981.  Applicant:  JIM  EDDLEMAN,  d.b.a. 

J  &  J  CATTLE  COMPANY,  3395  Wright 
St.,  Wheatridge,  CO  80033. 
Representative:  James  A.  Beckwith,  1365 
Logan  St.,  Suite  100,  Denver,  CO  80203, 
(303)  861-4273.  Transporting  beverages, 
between  points  in  AZ,  CO,  MA,  NJ,  NY, 
TX,  and  WA. 

MC  148732  (Sub-6),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  L  &  J  TRUCKING.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1325,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI 
54494.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  60ia  West  St.  Paul.  MN  55118, 
(612)  457-6889.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  and  chemicals  and 
related  products,  between  points  in 
Cattaraugus  County.  NY,  Mecklenburg 
County,  NC,  Hudson  County,  NJ, 

Alameda  and  Los  Angeles  Counties,  CA, 
Milwaukee  County,  WI,  and  Dallas 
County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Condition: 

To  the  extent  any  certificate  issued  in 
this  proceeding  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  it  shall  be  limited  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  its  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  149^3  (Sub-7F),  filed  September 

2, 1981.  Applicant:  VALLEY 
TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC. 

P.O.  Box  1627,  Mission.  TX  78572. 
Representative:  D.  R.  Beeler,  P.O.  Box 
482,  Franklin,  TN  87064,  (615)  790-2510. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products 
and  agricultural  equipment,  between 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  and  points  in  TX. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports 
of  entry  along  the  International 
boundary  line  between  the  U.S.  and  the 
Republic  of  Mexico  located  in  Texas. 

MC  150183  (Sub-7),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  CASSCO 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT. 
DIVISION  OF  CASSCO 
CORPORATION,'  P.O.  Box  548, 
Harrisonburg,  VA  22801.  Representative: 
James  M.  Hodge,  100  United  Central 
Bank  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Bedford  County,  VA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS.  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  152663  (Sub-5),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  ISC  TRANSYSTEMS, 
INC.,  100  Jericho  Quadrangle,  Jericho, 

NY  11753.  Representative:  Larsh  B. 
Mewhinney,  555  Madison  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10022,  (212)  838-0600. 
Transporting  textile  mill  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  K-Mart 
Apparel  Corp.,  of  N.  Bergen,  NJ. 

MC  154002,  filed  August  31. 1981. 
Applicant:  FREEHOLD  CARTAGE,  INC, 
Box  14-5  Rd.  5,  Freehold,  NJ  07728. 


Representative:  Harold  L  Reckson,  33- 
28  Halsey  Rd.,  Fair  Lawn,  NJ  07410,  (201)  ‘ 
791-2270.  Transporting  hazardous 
materials,  between  points  in  NY,  NJ, 
and  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR,  and  TX. 
Condition:  Any  certificate  issued  in  this 
proceeding  sh^l  be  limited  in  term  to  a 
period  expiring  5  years  fi'om  its  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  154143  (Sub-1),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  KAPLAN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  427,  Bartow.  FL  33830. 
Representative:  Michael  F.  Morrone, 

1150 17th  St,  NW..  Suite  1000, 

Washington.  DC  20036,  202-457-1124. 
Transpwting  (1)  food  and  related 
products,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Freezer  Queen  Foods,  Inc.,  of 
Buffalo,  NY,  (2)  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Breimer  Paper  Products,  of 
Glendale.  NY,  (3)  rubber  and  plastic 
products  and  chemicals  and  related 
products,  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  (a)  Mars  Cup  Company,  of 
Jadksonville,  FL,  and  (b)  Master 
ContBMiers.  Inc.,  of  Mulbrary,  FL, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  Condition:  To 
the  extent  any  permit  issued  in  this 
proceeding  authorizes  the  transportation 
of  elasees  A  and  B  explosives,  it  shall  be 
limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period 
expking  5  years  from  its  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  154492  (Sub-3),  filed  August  31, 

198L  Applioant:  FIRST  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  10  Kelly  Ave.,  Dayton.  OH  45404. 
Representative:  E.  R  van  Deusen,  P.O. 
Box  97,  Dublin.  OH  43017,  (614)  889- 
2531.  Transporting  general  commodities ' 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 

MC  155223  (Sub-2),  filed  September  2. 
1981.  Applicant  HIGHWAY  EXPRESS. 
INC,  5742  W.  Maryland,  P.O.  Box  580, 
Glendale.  AZ  85301.  Representative: 
Robert  Fuller,  13215  E.  Perm  St.,  Ste.  310, 
Whittier.  CA  90602,  (213)  945-3002. 
Transporting  ^/oss,  mirrors,  framed 
mirrors,  mirrored  products,  and 
laminated  glass,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Binswanger  Mirror  Products,  of 
Chandler,  AZ. 

MC  157073,  filed  September  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  RESOURCE 
CONSERVATON  AND  RECOVERY 
AGENCY.  INC.,  34  North  Main  St.. 
Farmington,  NH  03835.  Representative: 
David  Green  (same  address  as 
appliccmt),  (603)  755-4442.  Transporting 
chemical  waste  and  hazardous  waste 
for  disposal,  treatment,  reclamation,  and  . 
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storage,  between  those  points  in  the  U.S. 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  wiA  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  MN,  then  northward 
along  the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada.  Condition:  To  the 
extent  any  certificate  issued  in  this 
proceeding  authorizes  the  transportation 
of  hazardous  materials,  it  shall  be 
limited  to  a  period  expiring  5  years  from 
its  date  of  issuance. 

MC 157302  (Sub-1),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  OLD  SOUTH  FREIGHT 
SERVICE.  INC,,  2805  Foster  Ave.,  Suite 
202.  Nashville,  TN  37210. 

Representative:  Stephen  L.  Edwards,  315 
Union  St.,  806  Nashville  Bank  &  Trust 
Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37210,  (615)  244- 
2926.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  Georgetown  County, 
SC.  and  Dickson  County,  TN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  Condition:  The  person  or  persons 
who  appear  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  of  another  regulated  carrier  must 
either  file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C. 
§  11343(a)  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary  to  the  Secretary’s  office.  In 
order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any 
authority,  please  submit  a  copy  of  ()ie 
affidavit  or  proof  of  filing  the 
application(s)  for  common  control  to 
Team  2,  Room  2379. 

MC  157782  (Sub-1),  Hied  September  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAVID  C.  BRITTON. 
P.O.  Box  1404,  Grand  Forks,  ND  58201. 
Representative:  David  C.  Britton,  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (701)  772-6681. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Dane 
Chemco,  of  Williston,  ND. 

MC  158032,  filed  September  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  GLORIA  RAMSEY,  d.b.a. 
Tlffi  RAMBLERS,  1025  Duke  Drive, 
Conyers,  GA  30208.  Representative: 
Gloria  Ramsey  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (404)  483-5256.  As  a  broker, 
at  Conyers.  GA.  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  158053,  filed  September  3, 1981. 
Applicant:  KAISER  CARRIERS,  INC.,  60 
1st  St..  Jersey  City,  NJ  07302. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone.  NJ  07934,  201-435- 
7140.  Transporting  genera/  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  NJ,  NY,  PA,  DE,  CT, 
MA.  and  MD. 
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Decided:  September  18. 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton.  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  135924  (Sub-30),  filed  July  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  SIMONS  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  3851  River  Road,  Grand  Rapids, 

MN  55744.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5,  Minneapolis, 

MN  55440,  (612)  542-1121.  Transporting 
hazardous  materials,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  The  Whitmore  Manufacturing 
Company,  of  Cleveland,  OH. 

Note. — ^The  certificate  granted  in  this 
proceeding  shall  expire  5  years  from  the  date 
of  issuance. 

MC  138875  (Sub-305),  filed  July  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKTO 
TRUCICNG  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
11900  Franklin  Rd.,  Boise,  ID  83709. 
Representative:  Patricia  A.  Russell 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (208)  376- 
5757.  Transporting  (1)  food  and  related 
products  and  (2)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  retail,  gift,  and  curio 
stores,  and  catalog  distribution  centers, 
between  points  in  CT.  ID,  IL,  KS,  NY. 

OR,  UT,  WI.  and  WY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146814  (Sub-14),  filed  July  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  VAN  WYK,  INC.,  “C”  Street. 
Sheldon,  lA  51201.  Representative: 

Arlyn  L.  Westergren.  Suite  201,  9202 
Do^e  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68114,  (402)  397- 
7053.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Sioux  County,  lA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  149125,  filed  July  13. 1981. 
Applicant:  MUSE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  5301  S.  High 
(P.O.  Box  94682).  Oklahoma  City.  OK 
73143.  Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips, 
Room  248— Ciassen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411 
E.  Classen,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  76108. 
(405)  528-3864.  Transporting  machinery, 
between  points  in  OK,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  CO,  IL, 
KS.  LA.  NM.  MS.  MT.  TX,  WY  and  UT. 

MC  151444  (Sub-2),  filed  July  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  A.  and  VIVIAN  D. 
CARPENTER,  d.b.a.  RAC  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  747  West  White,  Grand 
Junction,  CO  81501.  Representative:  Lee 
E.  Lucero,  445  Capitol  life  Center, 
Denver.  CO  60203.  (303)  861-8046.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Grand  Junction, 

CO  and  Salt  Lake  City.  UT:  from  Grand 
Junction,  CO,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  89,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  89  to  Salt  Lake  City.  UT.  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  Bonanza 


and  Vermal,  UT.  points  in  Carbon, 

Davis,  Emery,  Grand,  Morgan,  Salt  Lake. 
Tooele.  Utah  and  Weber  Counties,  UT, 
and  points  in  Clear  Creek,  Delta,  Eagle, 
Garfield.  Grand,  Mofifat,  Pitkin,  Rio 
Blanco,  Routt  and  Summit  Counties,  CO 
as  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  otherwise  regular  route 
operations. 

MC  156984.  filed  July  7. 1981. 

Applicant:  YELLOWSTONE  DISPATCH. 
INC.,  405  N.  Seventh  St.,  Miles  City,  MT 
59301.  Representative:  William  E. 

Seliski,  2  Commerce.  P.O.  Box  8255, 
Missoula,  MT  59801,  (406)  543-8369. 
Transporting  (1)  hides  and  pelts,  (2) 
scrap  metals,  (3)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  hardware  stores, 
and  (4)  such  commodities  as  are 
manufactured  and  distributed  by  steel 
mills  and  metal  fabricators,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Pacific  Hide  and  Fur 
Depot,  of  Great  Falls,  MT. 
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Decided:  September  18. 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  30204  (Sub-47),  filed  September 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  HEMINGWAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  438  Dartmouth  St.. 
New  Bedford,  MA  02740. 

Representative:  Frank  J.  Weiner,  15 
Court  Square,  Boston,  MA  02108,  (617) 
742-3530.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Ronaoke,  VA  and  Bristol,  TN, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  81. 

MC  44154  (Sub-5),  filed  September  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  FIELDS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  202  Main  St.,  Gooding,  ID  83330. 
Representative:  Lowell  Gourley  Fields, 
1531  Park  Dale  Circle,  Layton,  UT  84041, 
(801)  376-5421.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  WA.  OR, 
CA.  NV.  AZ.  UT.  ID.  MT.  WY,  CO,  NM 
and  TX. 

MC  110144  (Sub-25),  filed  September 

10. 1981.  Applicant:  ROBINSON 
FREIGHT  UNES,  P.O.  Box  4126, 
Knoxville,  TN  37921.  Representative: 
Melissa  Robinson  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (615)  525-6169.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  Memphis,  TN 
and  San  Antonio,  TX;  fixtm  Memphis 
over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to  Little  Rock, 
AR,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  30  to 
Dallas,  TX,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  35 
to  San  Antonio  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (2)  between  Atlanta.  GA  and 
Dallas,  'TX;  over  interstate  Hwy  20;  and 
(3)  between  Atlanta.  GA  and  San 
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Antonio,  TX;  from  Atlanta  over 
Interstate  Hwy  85  to  Montgomery,  AL, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  65  to  Mobile, 
AL,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  San 
Antonio  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  points  in  TX  in  and  east  of 
Cooke,  Denton,  Tarrant,  Johnson,  Hill, 
McLennan,  Bell,  Williamson,  Travis, 
Hays,  Comal,  Bexar,  Atascosa,  Live 
Oak,  San  Patricio  and  Nueces  Counties, 
TX,  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  routes  in  (1)  through  (3). 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  authority. 

MC 128085  (Sub-24],  filed  September 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  NOVAK  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  5626, 

Laona,  WI 54541.  Representative:  Nancy 
J.  Johnson,  103  E.  Washington,  St.,  Box 
218,  Crandon,  WI  54520,  (715)  478-3341. 
Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  MI  and  WI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  139985  (Sub-l),  filed  September 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  BROTHERS  TRUCK 
RENTALS,  ^C.r'2.64  Illinois  Ave., 
Paterson,  NJ  07507.  Representative: 

Peter  Gregory  Lordi,  Jr.,  4  Richard  Court, 
Butler,  NJ  07405,  (201)  279-3033. 
Transporting  textile  mill  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  oontrast(s]  with  United  Yam 
Products  Co.,  Inc.,  Fiberspun 
Incorporated,  and  Amerspun 
Corporation,  all  of  Wayne,  NJ. 

MC  140294  (Sub-31),  filed  September 

11, 1981.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
FREIGHTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1948, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Representative: 
Dixie  C.  Newhouse,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740,  (301)  797-6060.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
Frederick  and  Shenandoah  Counties, 
VA,  Morgan  and  Jefferson  Counties, 
WV,  Washington  County,  MD,  and 
Adams  County,  PA,  on  Ae  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OH. 

MC  150444  (Sub-5],  filed  September 

11, 1981.  Applicant  ADVANCE 
FREIGHT,  LTD.,  7637  Leesburg  Pike, 
Falls  Church,  VA  22043.  Representative: 
Wayne  Hartke  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (703)  734-2810.  Transporting 
electrical  machinery  and  metal 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Slant/ 
Fin  Corporation,  of  Greenvale,  NY. 

_  MC  151435,  filed  September  10, 1981. 
Applicant  MOTRAN  SERVICES,  INC., 
6311  Raytown  Rd.,  Raytown,  MO  64133. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100 
CbarterBank  Center,  P.O.  Box  19251, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141,  (816)  842-8600. 
Transporting  corrugated  fibreboard 
partitions,  and  chemicals  and  related 


products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with  Four 
M  Corporation,  of  North  Kansas  City, 
MO,  and  Faultless  Starch-Bon  Ami 
Company,  of  Kansas  City,  MO. 

MC  154304,  filed  September  11, 1981. 
Applicant  MELGAARD 
FREIGHTSYSTEMS  LTD.,  4316  B  64th 
AvCm  SE,  Calg£uy,  Alberta,  Canada  T2C 
2B3.  Representative;  George  R. 
LaBissoniere,  15  S.  Grady  Way,  Suite 
233,  Renton,  WA  98055,  (206)  228-3807, 
Transporting  machinery,  construction 
materials  and  supplies,  and  metal  and 
metal  products,  between  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  U.S.  and  Canada,  in  WA, 

ID,  and  MT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  WA,  OR,  ID,  CA, 

NV,  AZ,  CO,  WY,  MT,  TX,  OK,  AK,  NM, 
UT,  KS,  NE,  ND,  and  SD. 

MC  156604,  filed  September  11, 1981. 
Applicant  BD  INVESTMENTS,  INC., 
Route  #2,  Box  46,  Boonville,  NC  27011. 
Representative:  Billy  Dean  Prim  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (919)  367-5145. 
Transporting  textile  mill  products, 
between  points  in  Yakin  County,  NC,  on 
the  one  hwd,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Queens  Coimty,  NY. 

MC  156884,  filed  September  14, 1981. 
AppUcant  NEBRASKALAND 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  RL  No.  3,  Box  63, 

Blair,  NE  68008.  Representative:  Donald 
L  Stem,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Rd., 
Omaha,  NE  68106,  (402)  392-1220. 
Transporting  building  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Continental 
Timber  Co.  of  Valley  Center,  KS,  Powell 
Lumber  Co.  of  Lake  Charles,  LA, 

Endicott  Clay  Products  Co.  and  Endicott 
Tile  Corp.  of  Fairbury,  NE. 

MC  157414  (Sub-l),  filed  September  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  ILLINOIS  ARMOURED 
CAR  CORP.,  8114  W.  Grand  Ave.,  River 
Grove,  IL  60171.  Representative:  Richard 
C.  Otter,  P.O.  Box  273,  Anderson,  SC 
29622,  (803)  225-2571.  Transporting  coin, 
currency,  negotiable  and  non-negotiable 
instruments,  checks,  commercial  paper, 
jewelry,  precious  stones  and  metals, 
gold,  silver,  bullion,  securities,  food 
coupons  and  other  rare  and  valuable 
documents  of  unusually  high  value, 
between  points  in  LA,  IL,  IN,  WI,  and  MI. 

MC  158135,  filed  September  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  CLARK  MOTOR  CO.,  INC., 
807  N.  Main  St.,  Lexington,  NC  27292. 
Representative:  Archie  W.  Andrews,  617 
F  Lynrock  Terrace,  Eden,  NC  27288, 

(919)  627-0555.  Transporting  wrecked  or 
disabled  vehicles  and  replacement 
vehicles  for  wrecked  or  disabled 
vehicles,  between  points  in  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR  and  TX. 


MC  158184,  filled  September  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  GENE  S.  WILLIAMS 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  6307 
Greenway  Forest  Lane,  Houston,  TX 
77088.  Representative:  Gene  S.  Williams 
(same  address  as  applicant],  (713)  820- 
6199.  Transporting  carpet,  carpet 
samples  and  carpet  sales  aids,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  L  D.  Brinkman  Co.  of 
Houston,  TX. 

MC  158185,  filed  September  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.  D.  WARD  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  1011  E.  Pine  St.,  Lodi,  CA  95240. 
Representative:  Michael  S.  Rubin,  235 
Montgomery  St.,  Fifth  FI.,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94104,  (415)  421-6743.  Transporting 
(1)  textile  mill  products,  {2]  furniture 
and  fixtures,  and  (3)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 


Decided:  September  17, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC  112908  (Sub-14),  filed  September 

8. 1981.  Applicant:  KD^SWAY 
TRANSPORTS  UMITED,  123  Rexdale 
Blvd.,  Rexdale,  Ontario,  Canada  M9W 
1P3.  Representative:  Jolm  W.  Bryant,  900 
Guardian  Bldg^  Detroit,  MI  48226,  (313) 
963-3750.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
servijiig  points  in  NJ  as  off-route  points 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  presently 
held  regular-route  authority. 

MC  41608  (Sub-3),  filed  September  4, 
1981.  AppUcant  CORRIGAN  MOVING 
&  STORAGE  CO.,  2000  Westwood, 
Dearborn  MI  48124.  Representative:  B. 
W.  LaTourette,  Jr.,  llS.  Mermac,  Suite 
1400,  St.  Louis,  MO  63105,  314-727-0777. 
Transporting  household  goods  (as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  between 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA, 
lA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MA,  MI,  MD,  ME, 
MO,  MN,  MS,  NC,  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NM,  NY, 
OH,  OK,  PA,  RL  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  VT, 
WLWVandDC. 

MC  113158  (Sub-55),  filed  September 

9. 1981.  AppUcant  TODD  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Secretary,  MD  21664. 
Representative:  James  H.  Sweeney,  P.O. 
Box  9023,  Lester,  PA  19113,  (215)  368- 
5141.  Transporting  foodstuffs,  between 
points  in  Shenandoah  County,  VA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  TX. 

MC  134519  (Sub-4),  filed 'August  28, 
1981.  AppUcant  KNOXVILLE  TOURS, 
INC.,  5833  Clinton  Highway,  Knoxville, 
TN  37912.  Representative:  Charles  J. 
WilUams,  P.O.  Box  186,  Scotch  Plains, 

NJ  07076,  201-322-5030.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  charter 
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operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Jei^erson,  St.  Clair,  Calhoun, 
Blount,  Etowah,  Marshall,  DeKalb, 
Madison,  Jackson,  Cherokee,  Cullmon, 
Morgan,  Limestone,  Lauderdale,  and 
Lawrence  Counties,  AL;  Murray, 

Walker,  Pickens,  Cobb,  Gilmer,  and 
Floyd  Counties,  GA;  Madison,  Mitchell, 
Swain,  and  Haywood  Comities,  NC; 
Knox,  Bell,  Harlan,  Whitley,  Laurel, 

Rock  Castle,  Madison,  Fayette,  Boyle, 
Lincoln,  Leslie,  Perry,  and  Clark 
Counties,  KY;  Washington,  Tazewell, 
Buchanon,  Wise,  Lee,  Dickenson, 

Russell,  Roanoke,  Montgomery,  Pulaski, 
Wythe,  and  Smith  Counties,  VA  and 
points  in  TN  (except  those  in  Knox  and 
Anderson  Counties),  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC 136828  (Sub-45),  filed  August  21, 
1981.  Applicant:  COOK  TRANSPORTS. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6362-A,  Birmingham,  AL 
35217.  Representative:  John  R.  Frawley, 
Suite  200, 120  Summit  Parkway, 
Birmingham,  AL  35209,  (205)  942-9116. 
Transporting  (1)  metal  products,  (2)  pipe, 
(3)  machinery,  (4)  building  materials,  (5) 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  (6)  self-propelled 
articles,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  139159  (Sub-1),  filed  September  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  QUICK  DEUVERY  CO.. 
414  Acorn  St.,  Plainwell,  MI  49080. 
Representative:  T.  M.  Schlechter,  1033 
Gracelahd  Avenue,  Des  Plains,  IL  60016, 
(312)  298-1094.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
cosmetics,  costume  jewelry  and  printed 
matter,  between  ponts  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Avon 
Products.  Inc.,  of  Cincinnati,  OH. 

MC  145108  (Sub-56),  filed  September 

8. 1981.  Applicant:  BULLET  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  289,  Bay  Ridge  Station, 
Brooklyn,  NY  11220.  Representative: 
Robert  L.  Van  Buren  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (212)  492-7332.  Transporting 
paper  products  and  plastic  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Lily  Tulip, 
Inc.,  of  Toledo,  OH. 

MC  145108  (Sub-57),  filed  September 

8. 1981,  Applicant:  BULLET  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  5600  First  Ave.,  Brooklyn,  NY 
11220.  Representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934,  (201) 
435-7140.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
chain  sporting  good  stores,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Herman's  World  of 
Sporting  Goods,  Div.  W.  R.  Grace  Co.,  of 
Carteret,  NJ. 

MC  146708  (Sub-3),  filed  August  28, 
1981.  Applicant  M^LE  LEAF 
EXPRESS.  LTD.,  3600  S,  Western  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60609.  Representative:  H. 


Barney  Firestone,  10  S.  La  Salle  St., 

Suite  1600,  Chicago.  IL  60603,  (312)  263- 
1600.  In  foreign  commerce  only, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada  in  WA. 

MC  150339  (Sub-38),  filed  September 

8, 1981.  Applicant:  PIONEER 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  INC., 
151  Easton  Blvd.,  Preston,  MD  21655. 
Representative:  Stephen  J.  Hammer 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (301)  673- 
7151.  Transporting  proprietary  anti¬ 
freeze  preparations,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Cities  Service  Company,  of  Tulsa, 
OK. 

MC  151368  (Sub-3),  filed  August  31. 
1981.  Applicant:  KOCH  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  619  Iowa,  Sabetha,  KS  66534. 
Representative:  Eugene  W.  Hiatt,  207 
Casson  Bldg.,  603  Topeka  Blvd.,  Topeka, 
KS  66603.  (913)  232-7263.  Transport!^ 
aggregate  and  clay,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Resource  Group,  Inc.,  of  Lincoln, 

NE. 

MC  151558  (Sub-1),  filed  September  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  TC  CARRIERS.  1101 
East  Orangewood  Ave.,  Suite  205, 
Anaheim,  CA  92805.  Representative: 
Wentworth  E.  Griffin,  1221  Baltimore 
Ave.,  Suite  600,  K^ansas  City,  MO  64105, 
(816)  221-1464.  Transporting  genero/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  CA.  NY,  and  NJ), 

MC  152928  (Sub-1),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  SEA  RAIL  PIGGYBACK 
SERVICES,  INC.,  22  East  Huron  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60611.  Representative:  T.  M. 
Schlechter,  1033  Graceland  Avenue,  Des 
Plaines,  IL  60016,  (312)  298-1094. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  LA, 

KS.  KY.  MI.  MO.  OH.  TN.  and  WI. 

MC  153669  (Sub-3),  filed  September  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  GEORGIA-PACIFIC 
CORPORATION.  900  S.W.  Fifth  Avenue. 
Portland.  OR  97204.  Representative: 
Roger  P.  Campbell  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (503)  248-7807.  Transporting 
rubber  and  plastic  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(8)  with  Sewell  Plastics,  of 
Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  154159  (Sub-1),  filed  September  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  RONALD  R.  ELLIS, 
d.b.a.  ELUS  WRECKER  SERVICE,  8300 
First  Avenue,  North,  Birmingham,  AL 
35206.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr..  P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington, 


VA  22210. 703-833-4930.  Transporting 
disabled  motor  vehicles  and 
replacement  vehicles  for  disabled  motor 
vehicles,  by  use  of  wrecker  equipment 
only,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154319  (Sub-1),  filed  September  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  GLADSTONE 
TRANSFER  LIMITED.  P.O.  Box  64. 
Gladstone,  Manitoba,  Canada,  ROJ 
OTO.  Representative:  Kenneth  R.  Kinley 
(same  address  as  applicant),  204-385- 
2570.  Transporting  fertilizer,  in  foreign 
commerce  only,  between  points  in  ND 
and  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  at  Pambina,  ND  and 
St.  Vincent,  MN. 

MC  154568,  filed  August  31, 1981. 
Applicant:  CLARENCE  DEAN 
KVALEVOG,  d.b.a.  C.  D.  KVALEVOG, 
R.R.  7,  box  266-17,  Bemidji,  MN  56601. 
Representative:  James  B.  Hoveland,  525 
Lumber  Exchange  Bldg.,  Ten  South  Fifth 
St.,  Minneapolis.  MN  55402,  (612)  340- 
0808.  Transporting  malt  beverages  and 
non-alcoholic  beverages,  between 
Minneapolis,  MN.  St.  Louis,  MO, 

Omaha.  NE,  and  Milwaukee,  WI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Polk  and  Hubbard  Counties,  MN  and 
Grand  Forks  and  Ramsey  Counties.  ND. 

MC  155799  (Sub-1),  filed  September  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  O’BERRY  TRUCKING 
CO.,  4521  Ogeechee  Rd.,  Savannah,  GA 
31405.  Representative:  Lester  E.  O’Berry 
(same  address  as  applicant),  912-234- 
8601.  Transporting,  building  materials. 
Between  points  in  GA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  GA,  NC  and 
SC. 

MC  156299  (Sub-1),  filed  September  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  BILL  HILL,  d.b.a.  HILL 
TRUCKING,  104  Castle,  Ave.,  Paragould, 
AR  72450.  Representative:  James  M. 
Duckett,  221  W.  Second,  Suite  411,  Little 
Rock  ,  AR  72201,  (501)  375-3022. 
Transporting  shock  absorbers,  between 
points  in  Green  County.  AR,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA, 
GA,  NE,  AND  VA. 

MC  156318,  filed  September  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SUNRISE  FREIGHT 
SERVICES,  INC.,  637  Central  Avenue, 
Newark.  NJ  07107.  Representative: 
Robert  B.  Pepper.  168  Woodbridge 
Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ  08904,  (201) 
572-5551.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
advertising  materials,  and  store  displays 
and  fixtures,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Butler 
Industries,  Inc.,  of  Newari^  NJ. 

MC  157958,  filed  August  28, 1981. 
Applicant:  NUWAY 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS,  7900 
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North  Frontage  Rd.,  Hinsdale,  IL  60521. 
Representative:  W.T.  Williamson  (same 
address  as  applicant),  312-325-9151. 
Transporting  (1)  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Chicago,  IL,  and  (2)  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Clinton,  and 
Scott  Counties,  lA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
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Decided:  September  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC  5888  (Sub-68),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  MID-AMERICAN 
LINES,  INC,,  127  West  10th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64105.  Representative: 
Carl  L  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  236-9375. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  Kansas  City,  KS, 
Louisville,  KY,  and  points  in  Cuyahoga 
County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Condition: 
Any  certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding 
to  the  extent  it  authorizes  transportation 
of  classes  A  and  B  explosives  shall  be 
limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  the  date  of 
issuance  of  the  certificate. 

MC  54808  (Sub-2),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  SAM  GRIMMETT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  280,  Port  Barre,  LA  70577. 
Representative:  Lennie  G.  Hardy,  Sr. 
(same  addresses  applicant),  (318)  585- 
2336.  Transporting  Mercer  commodities, 
between  points  in  LA  and  TX. 

MC  106509  (Sub-30),  filed  August  28, 
1981.  Applicant  YOUNGER 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  4904  Griggs 
Rd..  P.O.  Box  14066,  Houston,  TX  77021. 
Representative:  Wray  E.  Hughes  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (713)  748-0100. 
Transporting  (1)  Mercer  commodities, 

(2)  machinery,  (3)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
and  (4)  building  materials  and  supplies, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  HI, 
NH,  RI.  and  VT). 

MC  109028  (Sub-17),  filed  September 

9, 1981.  Applicant:  S  &  W  TRANSFER. 
INC.,  312  E.  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI 53202.  Representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55440,  (612)  542-1121. 
Transporting  paper  and  paper  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Champion 
International  Corporation,  of  Stamford, 
CT. 

MC  114966  (Sab-379),  filed  September 
10, 1081.  Applioeat:  SHAFFER 
TRUCKING.  INC,,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingston,  PA  17072.  Representative: 
Norman  L  CiButins  (same  address  as 
applicant),  71^-766-4708.  Transporting 
general  oommodities  (except  classes  A 


and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  115268  (Sub-15),  filed  September 

10. 1981.  Applicant:  DAYTON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  338, 
Dayton,  VA  22821.  Representative: 
Edward  T.  Love,  4401  East  West  Hwy., 
Suite  404,  Bethesda,  MD  20814,  301-988- 
9030.  Transporting  cement,  between 
points  in  Botetourt  County,  VA  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
SC. 

MC  128759  (Sub-4),  filed  August  31. 
1981.  Applicant:  RICHARDS  MOTOR 
SERVICE,  INC.,  5040  West  39th  St.. 
Cicero,  IL  60650.  Representatives:  T.  M. 
Schlechter  and  D.  S.  Mullins,  1033 
Graceland  Ave.,  Des  Plaines,  IL  60016, 
(312)  298-1094.  Transporting  chemicals 
and  related  products,  and  petroleum  or 
coal  tar  products,  between  points  in  IL 
and  those  points  in  IN  in  the  Chicago,  IL, 
Commerical  Zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS, 
KY,  MI,  MN,  NE.  OH,  SD.  TN.  and  WI. 

MC  139628  (Sub-4),  filed  September  3, 
1981.  Applicants:  GLENN  DAVID 
COWAN  and  JAMES  ESTILL  COWAN, 
a  partnership,  P.O.  Box  339,  East 
Bemstadt,  IQf  40729.  Representative: 
Herbert  D.  Liebman,  403  West  Main  St., 
P.O.  Box  478,  Frankfort,  KY  40602,  (502) 
875-3493.  Transporting  cheese  and 
cheese  products,  between  points  in 
Clinton  County,  KY.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  point%in  Jasper 
Coimty,  MO. 

MC  142629  (Sub-5),  filed  September  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  ED  HOPSON 
PRODUCE  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3287, 
Oxford,  AL  36203.  Representative:  John 
W.  Cooper,  P.O.  Box  56,  Mentone,  AL 
35984,  (205)  634-4885.  Transporting  pipe, 
pipe  fittings,  valves  and  accessories, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contracts(s)  with  U.S.  Pipe  & 
Foundry  Co.,  division  of  Jim  Walters 
Corp.,  of  Birmingham,  AL. 

MC  143059  (Sub-188),  filed  September 

8. 1981.  Applicant:  MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  35610,  Louisville.  KY  40232. 
Representative:  Kenneth  W.  Kilgore 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (502)  584- 
2301.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH, 
FL,  GA,  NC,  SC,  VA.  WV.  ND,  SD,  NE. 
KS,  WA,  OR,  and  ID,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  143069  (Swb-18e).  filed  September 

8, 1981.  Applicant  MQtCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  35610,  Louisville,  KY  40232. 
Representative:  Kenneth  W.  Kilgore, 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (502)  584- 
2301.  Transporting  general  commodities 


(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV,  UT,  MT, 
WY.  CO,  AL,  AR,  LA.  MS.  TN,  lA.  MN.' 
MO,  and  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  poinU  in  the  U.S. 

MC  156209,  filed  September  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  DART  WAREHOUSE 
CORPORATION.  d.b.a.  DIVISION 
TRUCKING,  1430,  So.  Eastman  Ave.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90023.  Representative:  John 
C.  Russell,  1545  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Los 
Angeles.  CA  90017,  (213)  483-4700. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Sears, 
Roebuck  and  Co.,  of  Chicago,  IL, 
Terminal  Freight  Cooperative 
Association,  of  Downers  Grove,  EL,  and 
Scott  Paper  Company,  of  Philadelphia, 
PA. 

MC  157499,  filed  August  3, 1981, 
previously  noticed  in  Federal  Register 
issue  of  August  26. 1981.  Applicant: 
PATSY  R.  WASHINGTON,  d.b.a. 

PATCO  FREIGHT  CARRIERS.  1000 
South  Lelia,  P.O.  Box  1187,  Texarkana, 
TX  75504.  Representative:  Patsy  R. 
Washington  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (214)  792-5961.  Transporting 
(1)  wax,  between  points  in  Amador 
County.  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Atlcmta,  GA.  Boston.  MA,  and 
points  in  Washington  and  Nacogdoches 
Counties,  TX;  [2]  foodstuffs,  between 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  and  points  in  Miller 
County,  AR,  Stone  County,  MS,  Dade 
County,  FL,  Dekalb  County,  GA,  Saline 
Coimty,  MO,  and  points  in  TX,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  ^e  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.,  (3)  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  chemicals,  and  plastics, 
between  Kansas  City.  MO,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA.  and  points  in  McLeiman,  Harris, 
Jefferson  and  Tarrant  Coimties,  TX, 
Caddo  and  Beinville  Parishes,  LA, 
Shelby  and  Hamilton  Counties,  TN, 
Clark  County.  EL,  Maricopa  County,  AZ. 
and  Miller  and  Union  Counties,  AR,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.,  (4)  wood  products,  between 
points  in  Columbia  County.  AR  and 
Bowie  County,  TX.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  (5) 
industrial  protective  products,  between 
points  in  Cass  County,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.,  (6)  carpets,  between  points  in 
Hempstead  Coimty.  AR,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.,  and  (7)  animal  feed,  between 
points  in  Austin  Coimty,  TX.  and  Tate 
County,  MS,  on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — ^This  repid>lieetion  adds  Harris 
County,  TX  to  the  bass  description  in  part  (3) 
above. 
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MC 157539,  filed  August  24, 1981. 
Applicant:  BRADLEY  SODDING,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1000,  Sturgis,  SD  57785. 
Representative:  Maurice  Andren,  1734 
Sheridan  Lake  Rd.,  Rapid  City,  SD 
57701,  (605)  343-^36.  Transporting  (1) 
metal  products,  and  (2)  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products,  between  points 
in  Pennington  County,  SD,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WY 
and  MT. 

MC  157919,  filed  August  26, 1981. 
Applicant:  COASTAL  ARMORED  CAR 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Suite  10,  Ocean  Lakes 
Plaza,  Myrtle  Beach,  SC  29577. 
Representative:  Francis  W.  Mclnemy, 
1000  Sixteenth  St.,  NW.,  Suite  502,  Solar 
Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  783- 
8131.  Transporting  currency,  coins, 
commercial  papers,  and  negotiable 
securities,  (1)  between  Richmond,  VA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NC,  and  (2)  between  Charlotte, 
NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  . 
points  in  SC. 

MC  158078,  filed  September  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  BOB  LOTT  &  SONS,  North 
2nd  East,  Newdale,  ID  83436. 
Representative:  Bob  Lott,  (same  address 
as  applicant),  (208)  458-4307. 
Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  OR,  WA, 
and  ID,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Denver.  CO,  and  (2)  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  points  in 
Alameda  and  Los  Angeles  Counties,  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Madison  County,  ID. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  81-27931  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7086-ei-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Determinations  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  determinations  regarding 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  issued  during  the  period 
September  14-18, 1981. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  fdr 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  ^e  workers  in  the 
workers'  firm,  or  an  appropriate 


subdivision  thereof,  have  been  totally  or 
partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  the  firm  or  subdivision  have 
decreased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of 
artides  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
artides  produced  by  the  firm  or 
appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the 
separations,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the 
absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

Negative  Determinatioiis 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3) 
has  not  been  meL  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker 
separations  at  the  firm. 

TA-W-11,290;  Remington  Arms  Co., 
Inc.,  Ilion,  NY. 

TA-W-11,619;  Belden  Corp.,  Pontotoc, 
MS. 

TA~W-11,582;  Royal  Down  Products, 
Inc.,  Raiding,  MI. 

TA-W-11,634; Fairwood-Wells,  Inc., 
Miami,  FL 

TA-W-11,830;  Parker  Hannifin  Corp., 
Manatrol  Div.,  Elyria,  OH. 

TA-W-1 1,998;  P&K  American,  Inc., 
Humptulips,  WA. 

TA-W-11,549;  Harvey  Hubbell,  Inc., 
Ensign  Electric  Div.,  Huntington,  WV. 

TA-W-11,480;  Hoover  Universal,  Inc., 
Aluminum  Extrusions  Div.,  Charlotte, 
MI. 

TA-W-11,409;  Cooper  Air  Tools,  Div. 
of  Cooper  Industries,  Reed  City,  MI. . 

TA-W-10,183;  Lilly  Mfg.  Co.,  Inc., 
Lilly,  PA. 

TA-W-12,014;  Somerville  Mfg.  Co., 
Inc.,  Vivian,  LO. 

TA-W-11,539;  Armco,  Inc.,  Baltimore. 
'MD. 

TA-W-9972;  Lear Siegler,  Inc., 
National  Twist  Drill  &  Tool  Div., 
Rochester,  MI 

TA-W-12,058;  FMC  Corp.,  Mining 
Equipment  Div.,  Fairmont,  WV. 

TA-W-12,124;  Buckeye  Steel  Castings 
Co.,  Columbus,  OH. 

TA-W-1 1,310;  Bostrom  Div.  ofU.O.P., 
Inc.,  Cudahy,  WI  and  Milwaukee,  WI. 

TA-W-11,142;  Sunshine  Togs,  New 
York,  NY. 

TA-W-1 1,282;  Union  City  Body  Co., 
Union  City,  IN. 

TA-W-10,688;  Borg-Warner  Corp., 
Ballwin-Washington  Div.,  Ballwin  Br 
Washington,  MO. 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3) 
has  not  been  met.  Increased  imports  did 
not  contribute  importantly  to  worker 
separations  at  the  firm. 

TA-W-11,070;  Allied  Technology. 

Inc.,  Troy,  OH. 


TA-W-10,933;  Eli’s  Place,  Ltd.,  New 
York  City,  NY. 

TA-W-10,363;  Kidde,  Inc.,  Kidde 
Belleville,  Belleville,  NJ. 

TA-W-12,575;  Hawaii  Foo^ear  Mfg. 
Corp.,  Brooklyn,  NY.  " 

TA-W-9724;  Davenport  Pontiac,  Inc., 
St.  Louis,  MO. 

TA-W-11,889;  Bart  Shoe  Co.,  Inc., 
Union,  MO. 

TA-W-9670,  9&70A.  &9670B;  Compo 
Industries,  Inc.,  Moonachie,  NJ,  Roselle, 
NJ,  and  Rocky  Hill,  NJ. 

TA-W-11,359;  Litton  Industrial 
Products,  Inc.,  Storms  Drop  Forging  Div., 
Springfield,  MA. 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  the  firm  does 
not  produce  an  artide  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  223  of  the  Act. 

TA-W-12,121;  Selby,  Battersby  and 
Co.,  Quincy,  MA, 

TA-W-12,717;  Russo  Chevrolet,  Inc., 
Niagara  Falls,  NY. 

TA-W-9536;  Art  Belew  Chevrolet, 

Inc.,  Decatur,  AL. 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  the 
investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3) 
has  not  been  met  for  the  reason(s) 
specified. 

TA-W-12,781;  Westmoreland  Coal 
Co.,  East  Gulf  Mine,  McAlpin,  WV. 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  bituminous 
coal  are  negligible.  U.S.  imports  of  coke 
have  not  increased  as  required  for 
certification. 

TA-W-11,712;  Chippewa  Shoe  Co., 
Chippewa  Falls,  Wl. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  work  footwear 
declined  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
with  1978,  in  1980  compared  with  1979, 
and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1981  compared 
with  the  same  period  of  1980. 

TA-W-12,843;  Hanna  Mining  Co., 
Groveland  Mine,  Iron  Mountain,  MI. 

Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  iron  ore  and 
pellets  declined  absolutely  and 
relatively  from  1979  to  1980  and  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1981  compared  to  the 
first  quarter  of  1980.  Although  there  is 
some  affiliation  between  Hanna  Mining 
Co.  and  National  Steel,  there  is  no 
substantial  ownership  or  control 
between  the  two  firms. 

TA-W-11,948;  Engelking  Patterns, 

Inc.,  Columbus,  IN. 

With  respect  to  alumimun  casting,  a 
survey  of  customers  indicated  that 
increased  imports  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  worker  separations  at  the 
firm.  With  respect  to  patterns,  U.S. 
imports  are  negligible. 

In  the  following  case  the  investigation 
revealed  that  criterion  (2)  has  not  been 
met. 

TA-W-12,3^  Clover  Knitting  Mills, 
Inc.,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
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I  hereby  certify  that  the 
aforementioned  determinations  were 
issued  during  the  period  of  September 
14-18, 1981.  Copies  of  the 
determinations  are  available  for 
inspection  in  Room  10,332,  Department 
of  Labor,  601  D  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213,  during  normal  working  hours 
or  will  be  mailed  to  persons  who  write 
to  the  above  address. 

Dated:  September  21, 1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27900  Filed  0-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

1 

President’s  Committee  on  the 
intemationai  Labor  Organization; 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463),  announcement  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the 
President's  Committee  on  the  ILO: 

Name:  President's  Committee  on  the 
Intemationai  Labor  Organization 
Date:  October  9, 1981 
Time:  2:00  p.m. 

Place:  Department  of  Labor,  Third  & 
Constitution  Ave.,  N.W.,  Room  S-2508, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210 

This  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  under  the  authority  of  Section 
10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act.  During  its  closed  session,  the 
Committee  will  discuss  national  security 
matters. 

All  communications  regarding  this 
Committee  should  be  addressed  to:  Mr. 
Robert  W.  Searby,  Counselor  to  the 
Committee.  Department  of  Labor,  Third 
&  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W.,  Room  S-2235, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210,  telephone  (202) 
523-6043. 

Raymond  ).  Donovan, 

Secretary  of  Labor, 

|FR  Doc  81-27889  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-2a-M 


MERIT'SYSTEMS  PROTECTION 
BOARD 

Delegations  of  Authority 

AGENCY:  Merit  Systems  Protection 
Board. 

ACTION:  Delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Secretary,  Merit  Systems  Protection 
Board. 


SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Pub.  L  9^54  (5  U.S.C.  1206(f)),  the 
Merit  Systems  Protection  Board  hereby 
amends  the  delegations  to  the  Secretary 


that  appeared  in  45  FR  36566,  Friday, 
May  30, 1980  and  46  FR  36275,  Tuesday, 
July  14, 1981.  The  following  delegation  is 
added: 

(q)  The  Secretary  shall  receive  any 
subpoena  or  other  judicial  order  for  an 
ofhcial  record  of  the  Board  and  shall 
accept  service  of  pleadings,  service  of 
process,  and  any  other  legal  documents 
served  on  the  Board,  or  any  of  its 
members  or  staff  in  conjunction  with 
cases  before  the  Board,  litigation  arising 
out  of  such  cases,  or  the  exercise  of  any 
of  the  statutory  authorities  of  the  Board. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  E.  Taylor,  Secretary,  Merit 
Systems  Protection  Board,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Room  350,  Washington,  D.C.  20419, 
(202)  632-4525. 

Ersa  H.  Poston, 

Vice  Chair, 

September  21, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27913  FOed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  7400-01-M 


NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
BOARD 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Proposed 
Revision  of  a  System  of  Records  and 
Annual  Publication 

agency:  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.' 

ACTION:  Proposed  revisions  of  the 
Agency's  payroll  system  of  records  and 
annual  publication  of  notices. 

summary:  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  published  (45  FR  61821, 

September  17, 1980)  fourteeii  Notices  of 
Systems  of  Records  identified  as  NLRB- 
1  through  NLRB-14.  These  notices  were 
for  record  systems  containing  personal 
information  that  pertains  almost 
exclusively  to  present  and  former 
Agency  employees  and  applicants  for 
employment  with  the  Agency.  The 
purpose  of  this  publication  is  to  comply 
with  the  requirement  for  annual 
publication  contained  in  5  U.S.C. 
552a(e)(4)  and  to  publish  notice  of 
intention  to  amend  one  of  the  Agency's 
systems  of  records.  The  Agency 
proposes  to  add  employees’  dates  of 
birth  as  a  new  data  element  in  the 
categories  of  records  in  the  payroll 
system  of  records  and  to  amend  the 
routine  use  of  the  system  to  provide  for 
necessary  disclosures  of  the  data  to 
Agency  officials  and  employees 
responsible  for  executing  the  provisions 
of  Chapter  87,  Title  5,  U.S.  Code,  Federal 
Employees’  Group  Life  Insurance 
(FEGU),  which  authorizes  soHdtation  of 
employees’  dates  of  birth  for  use  in 
deteni^ng  life  insurance  eligibility. 


costs,  and  types  of  coverage.  However, 
adding  the  iifformation  as  a  new  data 
element  in  the  category  of  records  in  the 
system  and  its  disclosure  to  Agency 
officials  and  employees  does  not 
constitute  changes  substantive  enough 
to  require  submission  of  a  Report  on 
New  Systems  to  the  0MB  and  the 
Congress. 

The  revised  language  and  the  name  of 
the  system  of  records  for  which  the 
change  applies  is  described  under  the 
heading  "Supplementary  Information,” 
below. 

All  persons  are  advised  that  in  the 
absence  of  submitted  comments,  views, 
or  arguments  considered  by  the  Agency 
as  warranting  modification  of  the  notice 
as  herewith  published,  it  is  the  Agency’s 
intention  that  this  notice  as  herewith 
published  shall  become  effective  upon 
expiration  of  the  comment  period 
without  further  action  by  the  Agency. 
Pending  adoption  of  the  proposed 
change  described  in  this  publication,  the 
Agency’s  records  will  be  covered  by  its 
previous  notice  (45  FR  61821,  September 
17. 1980). 

SUBMISSION  OF  COMMENTS:  All  persons 
who  desire  to  submit  written  comments, 
views,  or  arguments  for  consideration 
by  the  Agency  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  change  should  submit  same 
not  later  than  October  31, 1981,  to  the 
Executive  Secretary,  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  1717  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20570. 
Copies  of  such  communications  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
persons  dming  normal  business  hours 
(8:30  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  hoUdays),  in  the  Office 
of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Room  701, 
1717  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20570. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  C.  Truesdale,  Executive  Secretary, 
telephone  (202)  254-9430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  To 

provide  for  the  necessary  solicitation 
and  disclosures  of  information  to 
execute  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Employees’  Group  Life  Insurance 
Program,  the  Agency  proposes  to  add 
employees’  dates  of  birth  to  its  payroll 
system  of  records  and  to  amend  the 
existing  routine  use  disclosure 
statement  ‘To  Agency  officials  and 
employees  who  have  a  need  for  the 
records  or  information,”  by  adding  the 
phrase.  To  determine  life  insurance 
eligibility,  costs,  and  types  of  coverage 
employees  ^all  receive.”  The  system  of 
records  for  whidi  the  proposed  change 
would  apply  is  NLRB-11  Pa3rroll-Finanoe 
Records. 


X. 
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Texts  of  those  systems  that  have  not 
been  changed  are  as  cited  in  45  FR 
61821,  September  17, 1980.  A  complete 
listing  of  all  NLRB  system  notices  and 
Appendix  appear  below. 

Dated:  Washington,  D.C.,  September  18, 
1981. 

By  direction  of  the  Board. 

John  C.  Tmesdale, 

Executive  Secretary. 

NLRB-1  Accounting  Records — ^Financial 
NLRB-2  Applicant  Files  for  Attorney  and 
Field  hammer  Positions 
NLRB-3  Biographical  Data  File — Presidential 
Appointees 

NLRbU  Claim  Records 

NLRB-5  Employment  and  Performance 

Records,  Attorneys  and  Field  Examiners 
NLRB-6  ^ployment  and  Performance 

Records,  Nonprofessionals  and  Nonlegal 
Professionals 

NLRB-7  Grievances,  Appeals,  and 
Complaints  Records 
NLRB-8  Health  Maintenance  Program 
Records  ,  ' 

NLRB-9  Occupational  Injury  and  Illness 
Records 

NLRB-10  Pay  Records — ^Retirement 
NLRB-11  Payroll — ^Finance  Records 
NLRB-12  Prefiling  Communications 
NLRB-13  Time  and  Attendance  Records. 
NLRB 

NLRB-14  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Program  Management  System 
Appendix 

Following  is  the  complete  text  of  the 
system  of  records  for  which  the 
proposed  change  would  apply: 

NLRB-11 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Payroll — Finance  Records 
SYSTEM  location: 

Current  records  are  maintained  in: 
Financial  Management  Branch,  NLRB, 
1717  Pennsylvania  Avenue.  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20570. 

Inactive  records  are  stored  at  the 
appropriate  Federal  records  center  in 
accordance  with  Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations  of  the  U.S. 
General  Services  Administration  (FPMR 
101-11.4). 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Current  and  former  employees  of  the 
Agency. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Records  may  include  each  employee’s 
name,  date  of  birth,  home  address, 
payroll  identification  number, 
organizational  unit  number,  block 
number  pay  plan,  grade  and  step, 
employee  code,  social  security  number, 
state  identification  code  and  name, 
leave  earned  and  used,  composite 
designator  code  and  account  number. 


and  for  the  current  pay  period,  quarterly 
and  year-to-date  hours  worked,  base 
pay,  overtime  pay,  premium  pay, 
miscellaneous  pay.  gross  earnings,  net 
earnings,  and  all  withholdings  fi'om  pay 
including  retirement,  taxes  (Federal, 
state,  and  local),  FICA,  exemptions 
(Federal,  state,  and  local),  life,  group, 
and  optional  insurance,  bonds 
(authorization  number  and  date  of 
issuance),  and  miscellaneous  allotments 
and  deductions. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDINQ  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  FURFOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

These  records,  or  information 
therefrom,  are  disclosed: 

1.  To  Agency  officials  and  employees 
who  have  a  need  for  the  records  or 
information: 

a.  To  compile  payroll  records. 

b.  To  maintain  Agency  salary  and 
expense  accounts. 

c.  As  a  data  source  for  management 
information  for  production  of  summary 
descriptive  statistics  and  analytical 
studies  in  support  of  the  function  for 
which  the  records  ar  collected  and 
maintained,  or  for  related  personnel 
management  functions  or  manpower 
studies. 

d.  To  transfer  information  fi'om  the 
records  to  the  individual  to  whom  the 
record  pertains. 

e.  To  determine  life  insurance 
eligibility,  costs,  and  types  of  coverage 
employees  shall  receive. 

2.  To  respond  to  general  requests  for 
statistical  information  (without  personal 
identification  of  individuals). 

3.  To  individuals  who  need  the 
information  in  connection  with  the 
processing  of  an  appeal,  grievance,  or 
complaint.  Wherever  feasibile,  such 
information  shall  be  furnished  in 
depersonalized  fiom,  i.e.,  without 
personal  identifiers. 

4.  To  the  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Treasury  for  payroll  purposes. 

5.  To  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  concerning  pay,  benefits, 
retirement  deductions  and  other 
information  necessary  for  the  Office  to 
carry  out  its  Government-wide 
personnel  management  functions. 

e.  To  state  and  local  authorities  for 
the  purposes  of  verifying  tax  collections, 
unemployment  compensation  claims, 
and  administering  public  assistance 
programs. 

7.  To  the  U.S.  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  for  the 
administration  of  the  scsial  security 
program. 

8.  To  the  U.S.  Department  of  Labor  for 
processing  or  adjudicating  claims  imder 
the  Federal  Employees  Compensation 
Act. 


9.  To  the  U.S.  General  Accounting 
Office  for  audit  purposes. 

10.  To  the  appropriate  agency, 
whether  Federal,  State,  or  local,  where 
there  is  an  indication  of  a  violation  or 
potential  violation  of  law.  whether  civil, 
criminal,  or  regulatory  in  nature, 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of 
investigating  or  prosecuting  such 
violation  or  enforcing  or  implementing 
the  statute,  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
issued  pursuant  thereto,  or  to  any 
agency  in  coimection  with  its  oversight 
review  responsibility.  , 

11.  To  a  congressional  office  fiom  the 
record  of  an  individual  in  response  to  an 
inquiry  fiom  the  congressional  office 
made  at  the  request  of  that  individual. 

12.  To  officials  of  labor  organizations 
recognized  under  Public  Law  95-454, 
when  relevent  and  necessary  to  their 
duties  of  exclusive  representation  of 
NLRB  employees  under  the  Act 
Whenever  feasible  and  consistent  with 
responsibilities  under  the  Act,  such 
information  shall  be  furnished  in 
depersonalized  form,  i.e..  without 
personal  identifiers. 

POUCIES  AND  FRACnCES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Maintained  on  original  source 
documents,  computer  printouts,  and  on  a 
computer  disk  file  with  two  magnetic 
tape  backups. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Employee  payroll  file  maintained 
chronologicially  by  year,  and  within 
each  year  by  organizational  unit,  and 
within  each  unit  alphabetically  by  name. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

All  doors  to  the  computer  room  are 
installed  with  combination  locks  and 
during  duty  hours  the  computer  and 
magnetic  tape  backup  are  under 
surveillance  of  office  personnel  charged 
with  custody  of  the  records.  After  duty 
hours  all  doors  remain  locked.  Access  is 
limited  to  authorized  personnel  only. 

Use  of  the  machines  for  information 
printouts  is  restricted  to  designated 
personnel  and  access  is  password 
protected.  Original  source  documents 
are  maintained  in  file  cabinets.  During 
duty  hours  cabinets  are  under 
surveillance  of  persoimel  charged  with 
custody  of  the  records,  and  after  duty 
hours  are  behind  locked  doors.  Access 
is  limited  to  personnel  having  a  need  for 
access  to  perform  their  official 
functions. 
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RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Payroll  records  retained  and  disposed 
of  in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
General  Accounting  Office  and  General 
Services  Administration  retention 
schedules.  Microfilm  and  magnetic  strip 
ledgers  are  maintained  for  56  years  after 
the  last  entry  of  data. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS(ES): 

Finance  Officer,  NLRB,  1717 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.G.  20570. 

Chief,  Data  Systems  Branch,  NLRB, 
1717  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.G.  20570. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

1.  An  individual  inquiring  whether  this 
system  contains  a  record  on  such 
individual  should  direct  such  inquiry  to 
the  System  Manager  Brst  specified 
above. 

2.  In  determining  whether  this  system 
contains  records  on  the  Inquirer,  the 
follovYing  information  is  required:  the 
inquirer’s  name;  the  year  about  which 
inquiry  is  being  made;  and,  for  records 
other  tfams  the  payroll  file,  the 
organisational  unit  or  units  in  which 
employed  during  that  year. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

An  individual  seeking  to  gain  access 
to  records  in  this  system  pertaining  to 
such  individual  should  contact  the 
System  Manager  first  specified  above. 

In  granting  access  to  records  in  this 
system  the  following  information  is 
required:  the  inquirer’s  name;  the  year 
about  which  inquiry  is  being  made;  and, 
for  the  records  other  than  the  payroll 
file,  the  organizational  unit  or  units  in 
which  employed  during  that  year. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

An  individual  seeking  to  contest 
records  in  this  system  should  contact 
the  System  Manager  first  specified 
above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

The  individual,  the  Personnel  Branch, 
timekeepers,  and  supervisors;  U.S.  Civil 
Service  Commission  and  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  bulletins;  taxing 
authority  notices;  and  withholding 
authorizations. 

|FR  Doc.  n-27ae3  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am] 

MIUNG  CODE  7545-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Dockets  Nos.  STN  50-528A,  STN  50-529A, 
and  STN  50-530A] 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co.,  et  al.; 
Receipt  of  Additional  Antitrust 
Information:  Time  for  Submission  of 
Views  on  Antitrust  Matters. 

Note. — ^This  document  was  originally 
published  in  the  issue  of  September  2, 1981.  It 
is  reprinted  at  the  request  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission. 

Arizona  Public  Service  Company, 
pursuant  to  Section  103  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  has 
filed  information  requested  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  antitrust  review  as 
required  by  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  L 
This  information  concerns  two  proposed 
additional  ownership  participants,  the 
Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and 
Power  and  the  Southern  California 
Public  Power  Authority,  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Nuclear  Generating  Station.  The 
current  holders  of  the  construction 
permits  are  Arizona  Public  Service 
Company,  Salt  River  Project  Agricultusal 
Improvement  and  Power  District, 
SouAem  California  Edison  Company,  Hi 
Paso  Electric  Company,  and  Public 
Service  Company  of  New  Mexico. 

'The  information  was  filed  in 
connection  with  the  application 
submitted  by  the  construction  permit 
holders  for  operating  licenses  for  three 
pressurized  water  reactors.  Construction 
was  authorized  on  May  25, 1976  at  the 
Palo  Verde  site  looeted  in  Maricopa 
County,  Arizona. 

’The  original  application  was  docketed 
on  October  7, 1974,  and  the  Notice  of 
Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits  and  Facility  Licenses  and 
Availability  of  Applicants’ 
Environmental  Report;  Time  for 
Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust 
Matters  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  22, 1974  (39  FR 
37527).  The  Notice  of  Receipt  of 
Application  for  Facility  Operating 
Licenses;  Notice  of  Availability  of 
Environmental  Report;  and  the  Notice  of 
Consideration  of  Issuance  of  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  and  Notice  of 
Opportunity  for  Hearing  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  11, 1980 
(45  FR  46941).  Subsequently,  the  Notice 
of  Hearing  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  22, 1981  (46  FR  23001). 

A  copy  of  the  above  documents  are 
available  for  public  examination  and 
copying  for  a  fee  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  StreeL 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the 
Phoenix  Public  Library,  Science  and 
Industry  Section,  12  East  McDowell 
Road,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85004. 


Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  with 
respect  to  the  Los  Angeles  Department 
of  Water  and  Power  and  the  Southern 
California  Public  Power  Authority 
presented  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
consideration  or  who  desires  additional 
information  regarding  the  matters 
covered  by  this  notice,  should  submit 
such  views  or  requests  for  additional 
information  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Chief,  Utility 
Finance  Branch  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before 
November  9, 1981. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  26th  day  of 
August  1961. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Frank  ).  Miraglia, 

Chief,  Licensing  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-86482  Filed  9-24-81;  8:46  am]  ' 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-4i 


[Docket  Nos.  50-247  and  50-286] 

ConeoHdated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York 
(Indian  Point,  Unit  2)  and  Power 
Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York 
(Indian  Point,  Unit  3) 

Order  * 

’The  Commiesitm  hereby  appoints  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  to 
preside  over  the  proceeding  composed 
-  of  the  following  members:  Louis  ). 
Carter,  Chairman;  Oscar  H.  Paris;  and 
Frederiok  J.  Shon. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st  day  of 
Septembm'  1981. 

For  the  Commission. 

Samuel ).  Chllk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

p-'R  Doc.  81-27905  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  anq 

BHJLINO  CODE  7690-0t-M 


[Dockets  Nos.  50-269, 50-270,  and  50-287] 

Duke  Power  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Amendments  to  FacUity  Operating 
Licenaes 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has  . 
issued  Amendments  Nos.  100, 100,  and 
97  to  Facility  Operating  Licenses  Nos. 
DPR-38.  DPR-47,  and  DPR-55, 
respectively,  issued  to  Duke  Power 
Company,  which  revised  the  Technical 
Specifications  (TSs)  for  operation  of  the 
Oconee  Nuclear  Station,  Units  Nos.  1,  2 
and  3,  looeted  in  Oconee  County,  South 


*  The  above  k  extracted  from  a  more  lengthy 
Memorandimi  and  Order  iesued  by  the  Commission 
in  this  proceeding  on  September  18, 1981. 
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Carolina.  The  amendments  are  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  revise  the 
common  Technical  Specitications  to 
allow  tb.e  Extension  of  Unit  2  Cycle  5 
opprpugr*  to  390  Effective  Full  Power 
Dayi  (EFPD). 

*rhe  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Ehergy  Act 
of  1954.  as  amended  (the  Act],  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
C'' 'omission  has  made  appropriate 
fir  .ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
signiBcant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  signiBcant 
environmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  51.5(d](4}  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  negative 
declaration  and  environmental  impact 
appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  these 
amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  August  19, 1981,  (2) 
Amendments  Nos.  100, 100,  and  97  to 
Licenses  Nos.  DPR-38,  DPR-47  and 
DPR-55.  respectively,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  Related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C, 
and  at  the  Oconee  County  Library,  501 
West  Southbroad  Street,  Walhalla, 
South  Carolina.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Betheada,  Md.,  this  11th  day  of 
September  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
(ohn  F.  Stolz, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  4, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27906  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  ain| 

BILUNfi  CODE  7SWM>1-M 


[Docket  No.  50-289  (Restart)] 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co.,  et  al.  (Three 
Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  i); 
Assignment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  authority  conferred 
by  10  CFR  2.787(a),  the  Chairman  of  the 


Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal 
Panel  has  assigned  the  following  panel 
members  to  serve  as  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  for  this 
restart  proceeding: 

Stephen  F.  Eilperin,  Chairman 
Dr.  John  H.  Buck 
Christine  N.  Kohl 
Dated;  September  21, 1981. 

C.  Jean  Bishop. 

Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27907  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLINC  CODE  7S90-ei-M 


[Docket  No.  50-278] 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co.,  et  al.; 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  79  to  Facility  Operating 
Licensing  No.  DPR-56,  issued  to 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company,  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  (Company, 
Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Compqj}y> 
and  Atlantic  City  Electric  Company, 
which  revised  Technical  SpeciBcations 
for  operation  of  the  Peach  Bottom 
Atomic  Power  Station,  Unit  No.  3  (the 
facility)  located  in  York  County, 
Pennsylvania.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  revised  Technical  SpeciBcations 
permit  Cycle  5  operation  of  the  facility 
with  the  Reload  No.  4  core,  and  extend 
the  maximum  average  planar  linear  heat 
generation  rate  for  the  Cycle  5  fuel  from 
30,000  megawatt  days  per  short  ton  of 
uranium  (MWd/T)  to  40,000  MWd/T. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
Bndings  as  required  by  Ae  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
signiBcant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  signiBcant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  admendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  ^ptember  30, 1980 
and  March  30, 1981,  as  supplemented 
April  24,  June  30,  and  July  15, 1981,  (2) 


Amendment  No.  79  to  License  No.  DPR- 
56,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Government  Publications 
Section,  State  Library  of  Pennsylvania, 
Education  Building.  Commonwealth  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md..  this  16th  day  of ' 
September  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Morton  B.  Fairtile, 

Acting  Branch  Chief  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27908  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-4I 


[Docket  No.  50-278] 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co.,  et  al4 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  80  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-56,  issued  to 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company,  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company, 
Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Company, 
and  Atlantic  City  Electric  Company, 
which  revised  Technical  SpeciBcations 
(TSs)  for  operation  of  the  Peach  Bottom 
Atomic  Power  Station,  Unit  No.  3  (the 
facility)  located  in  York  County, 
Pennsylvania.  ’The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  temporarily  revises 
the  TSs  to  permit  restart  of  the  facility 
for  Cycle  5  operation,  from  the  current 
cold  shutdown  condition,  with  one 
inoperable  low  pressure  coolant 
injection  pump. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
Bndings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
signiBcant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  signiBcant  environmental 
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impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  16, 1981, 

(2)  Amendment  No.  80  to  License  No. 
DPR-56,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  letter 
to  Philadelphia  Electric  Company  dated 
September  18, 1981.  All  of  these  items 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 
and  at  the  Government  Publications 
Section,  State  Library  of  Pennsylvania, 
Education  Building,  Commonwealth  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and 

(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention,  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  18th  day 
of  September  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Morton  B.  Fairtile, 

Acting  Branch  Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4.  Division  of  Licensing. 

IHt  Doc.  81-^909  Filed  9-24-81:  8:45  am| 

attUNQ  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  50-514  and  50-515] 

Portland  General  €lectric  Co.,  et  al. 
(Pebble  Springs  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1 
and  2y,  Reconstitution  of  Board 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
10  CFR  2,721  (1980),  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  for  Portland 
General  Electric  Company,  et  al, 

(Pebble  Springs  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1 
and  2),  Docket  Nos.  50-514  and  50-515, 
is  hereby  reconstituted  by  appointing 
the  following  Administrative  Judge  to 
the  Board:  Dr.  Oscar  H.  Paris.  Dp. 
William  E.  Martin  was  a  member  of  this 
Board  but,  because  of  illness,  is 
presently  unable  to  continue  to  serve. 

As  reconstituted,  the  Board  is 
comprised  of  the  following 
Administrative  Judges: 

Elizabeth  S.  Bowers,  Chairman 
Dr.  Walter  H.  Jordan 
Dr.  Oscar  H.  Paris 

All  correspondence,  documents  and 
other  materials  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Board  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  2.701 
(1980).  'The  address  of  the  new  Board 
member  is:  Dr.  Oscar  H.  Paris,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S. 


Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D,C.  20555. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  22nd  day 
of  September  1981. 

B.  Paul  Cotter,  )r., 

Chief  Administrative  Judge,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27910  Filed  9-24-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-328] 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority;  Issuance 
of  Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

On  June  25, 1981,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  issued  jPacility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-79,  to  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  (licensee)  authorizing 
operation  of  the  Sequoyah  Nuclear 
Plant,  Unit  2  (the  facili^),  at  reactor 
core  power  levels  not  in  excess  of  170 
megawatts  thermal  (5  percent  power)  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
license  and  the  Technical  Specifications. 

The  Commission  has  now  issued 
Amendment  No.  2  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-79,  which  authorizes 
operation  of  the  Sequoyah  Nuclear 
Plant,  Unit  2,  at  reactor  core  power 
levels  not  in  excess  of  3,411  megawatts 
thermal  (100  percent  power)  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
amended  license  and  the  Technical 
SpieciHcations. 

The  Sequoyah  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit  2,  is 
a  pressurized  water  nuclear  reactor 
located  at  the  licensee’s  site  in  Hamilton 
County,  Tennessee,  about  9.5  miles 
northeast  of  Chattanooga.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
issuance. 

The  application  for  the  license 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Qiapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
amended  license.  Prior  public  notice  of 
the  overall  action  involving  the 
proposed  issuance  of  an  operating 
license  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  25, 1974  (39  FR 
11131). 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  environmental  impacts 
other  than  those  evaluated  in  the  Final 
Environmental  Statement  prepared  by 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  the 
Environmental  Impact  Appraisal 


prepared  by  the  Commission  because 
the  activity  authorized  by  the  amended 
license  is  encompassed  by  the  overall 
action  evaluated  in  these  documents. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  Amendment  No.  2  to 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-79, 
complete  with  Technical  SpeciHcations; 
(2)  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
79  dated  June  25, 1981,  authorizing  Hve 
percent  power;  (3)  the  reports  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  dated  December  11, 1979, 

July  15. 1980,  September  8, 1980,  and 
January  31, 1981;  (4)  the  Commission’s 
Safety  Evaluation  Report  (NUREG-0011) 
dated  March  1979,  Supplement  No.  1 
dated  February  1980,  Supplement  No.  2 
dated  August,  1980,  Supplement  No.  3 
dated  September  1980,  Supplement  No.  4 
dated  January  1981,  and  Supplement  No. 

5  dated  June  1981;  (5)  the  Final  Safety 
Analysis  Report  and  amendments 
thereto;  (6)  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  prepared  by  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  in  July  1^4;  (7)  the 
Commission’s  Environmental  Impact 
Appraisal  dated  July  18, 1980;  and  (9) 
Discussion  of  the  Environmental  Effects 
of  toe  Uranium  Fuel  Cyde  dated 
September  3, 1980. 

These  Hems  are  available  for  public 
inspeetton  at  the  Commission’s  public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  the  Chattanooga 
Hamilton  County  Bicentennial  Library, 
1001  Broad  Street,  Chattanooga, 
Tennessee  37402,  A  copy  of  Amendment 
No.  2  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-79  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director.  Division 
of  Licensing.  A  copy  of  item  (4)  may  be 
purchased  at  current  rates  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service. 
Department  of  Conunerce,  5285  Port 
Royal  Road.  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 
and  through  the  NRC  GPO  sales 
program  by  writing  to  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Attention: 

Sales  Manager,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
GPO  deposit  account  holders  can  call 
(301)  492-9530. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  15th  of 
September  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Elinor  G.  Adensam, 

Acting  Chief  Licensing  Branch  No.  4,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27911  Filed  9-24-81;  8-48  am] 

BILLING  CODE  1690-01-M 
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POSTAL  RATE  COMMISStON 

[Order  No.  398] 

[Docket  No.  MC78-3] 

Electronic  Mail  Classification  Proposal, 
1978  (Remand);  Order  Accepting 
Certification  and  Granting  Postal 
Service  Motion  for  Oral  Argument 

Issued:  September  17, 1981. 

On  September  14, 1981,  the  Presiding 
Officer  certiHed  to  this  Commission  the 
question  of  the  scope  of  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  over  the 
remanded  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
MC78-3.  She  concluded  that  this  is  a 
fundamental  question  of  law  upon 
which  the  direction  of  this  remanded 
proceeding  depends  and  that  a 
definitive  statement  of  this 
Commission's  position  with  respect  to 
the  scope  of  its  jurisdiction  will 
materially  advance  the  ultimate 
determination  of  this  remanded 
proceeding.*  She  therefore  concluded 
that  this  questidh  satisfied  the 
certification  criteria  of  Rule  32  of  our 
Rules  of  Practice.  We  concur  in  these 
conclusions  of  the  Presiding  Officer  and 
accept  certification  of  this  question  of 
law. 

The  Postal  Service  has  moved, 
pursuant  to  Rule  37  of  our  Rules  of 
Practice,^  that  the  Conunission  afford 
the  parties  the  right  to  orally  respond  to 
the  legal  memoranda  that  were  Hied  on 
September  14, 1981  addressing  the  scope 
of  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction  in  these 
remanded  proceedings.  The  Postal 
Service  correctly  observes  that  our  , 
decision  on  this  legal  question  will 
determine  the  course  to  be  pursued  in 
this  proceeding.  Because  of  the 
overriding  importance  of  this  question  to 
the  condui^t  of  this  proceeding,  we 
conclude  that  the  Postal  Service  should 
be  allowed  to  respond  to  the  parties’ 
opposing  memoranda. 

We  will  set  oral  argument  for  Friday, 
September  25, 1981,  commencing  at  9:00 

a.m.  in  the  Conunission  hearing  room. 
This  will  require  that  the  prehearing 
conference  scheduled  for  September  21, 
1981,  by  the  Presiding  Officer  be 
postponed  imtil  Octobei  1, 1981,  in  order 
to  allow  the  Commission  sufficient  time 
to  issue  an  order  on  the  certified 
question  prior  to  the  prehearing 
conference. 

[n  order  to  minimize  the  additional 
delay  caused  by  allowing  oral  argument 


'  Presiding  Officer's  CertiRcation  of  Legal 
Question  Concerning  Scope  of  Commission 
Jurisdiction  over  Docket  No.'MC78-3  (Remand). 
September  14, 1981. 

’Motion  for  Oral  Argument  on  Scope  of 
Commission  JurisdicUon  on  Remand.  September  14. 
1981. 


on  this  issue,  the  Postal  Service  should 
be  prepared,  as  well,  to  formally  state 
during  oral  argument  its  position  on  the 
following  related  procedural  issue.  If  the 
Commission  decides  that  it  has 
jurisdiction  over  some  or  all  of  the 
issues  enumerated  in  Attachment  2  of 
the  Presiding  Officer’s  supplemental 
notice  of  September  3, 1981,  does  the 
Postal  Service  intend,  as  a  matter  of 
general  policy,  not  to  provide  (or 
respond  to,  as  the  case  may  be)  the 
following,  on  the  groimd  that  it  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Conunission’s 
jurisdiction  on  remand; 

a.  formal  discovery  requests  on  any  or 
all  of  the  issues  enumerated  in 
Attachment  2, 

b.  informal  discovery  requests  on  any 
or  all  the  issues  emunerated  in 
Attachment  2, 

c.  direct  evidence  proposing  and 
supporting  a  compensatory  rate 
(whether  or  not  different  ffom  the  rate 
which  the  Postal  Service  currently 
proposes  to  implement)  for  the  RCA 
version  of  E-COM, 

d.  the  “essential”  evidentiary  items 
enumerated  by  the  Presiding  Officer  at 
pp.  7411-21  of  the  transcript  of  the 
September  9, 1981,  prehearing 
conference. 

During  oral  argument,  the  parties 
should  also  be  prepared  to  state  what 
course  of  action  this  Commission  should 
take  in  view  of  the  response  by  the 
Postal  Service  to  these  questions  of 
procedure.  The  purpose  of  this  inquiry 
on  procedural  matters  is  to  provide 
opposing  parties  writh  the  information 
necessary  to  determine  the  probable 
scope  of  their  participation  in  this 
remanded  proceeding  in  advance  of  the 
next  prehearing  conference,  and  thereby 
to  enable  the  Presiding  Officer,  at  the 
next  prehearing  conference,  to  devise  an 
appropriate  procedural  approach,  and 
an  appropriate  procedural  schedule,  for 
this  remanded  proceeding. 

Under  Rule  21  of  our  Rules  of  Practice, 
parties  are  allowed  10  days  within 
which  to  answer  motions,  unless  the 
Commission  or  Presiding  Officer 
provides  otherwise.  Rather  than  allow 
the  standard  10  day  period  for  answers 
to  the  Postal  Service’s  motion  for  oral 
argument,  we  will  treat  any  answer  the 
parties  might  wish  to  file  as  a  motion  for 
reconsideration. 

It  is  ordered: 

(A)  That  oral  argument  on  the  matters 
described  in  the  body  of  this  Order  will 
be  heard  by  the  Commission  on 
September  25, 1981,  commencing  at  9:00 
a.m.,  in  the  Commission  hearing  room. 

(B)  That  the  prehearing  conference 
scheduled  for  September  21, 1981,  in  this 
remanded  proceeding  is  rescheduled  for 


October  1. 1981,  at  9:00  a.m.,  in  the 
Commission  hearing  room. 

By  the  Conunission. 

David  F.  Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27864  FiM  S-Z4-81;  B:4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7715-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Rel.  No.  11945: 812-4907]  ^ 

Centennial  Tax  Exempt  Trust;  Filing  of 
Application 

September  21. 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Centennial 
Tax  Exempt  Trust  (“Applicant”),  3600 
South  Yosemite  Street,  Denver, 

Colorado  80237,  an  open-end,  diversified 
management  investment  company,  filed 
an  application  on  June  26, 1981, 
requesting  an  order  of  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  exempting  the  Applicant  fi:om 
the  provisions  of  Section  2(a)(41)  of  the 
Act  and  Rules  2a-4  and  22c-l 
thereunder  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit  the  Applicant  to  compute  its 
price  per  share  using  the  amortized  cost 
method  of  valuation.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicant  states  that  it  is  a  “money 
market”  fund  whose  investment 
objective  is  seeking  maximum  short¬ 
term  interest  income  exempt  from 
Federal  income  taxes  to  the  extent 
consistent  with  low  capital  risk  and  the 
maintenance  of  liquidity.  The  Applicant 
further  states  that  it  is  designed  as  an 
investment  vehicle  for  investors  with 
temporary  cash  balances  or  cash 
reserves  seeking  income  exempt  fi'om 
Federal  income  taxes. 

The  Applicant  states  that  its  portfolio 
may,  as  a  matter  of  fundamental 
investment  policy,  be  invested  in 
municipal  bonds  or  municipal  notes 
issued  by  states,  territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States  and  by 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  their 
political  subdivisions,  duly  constituted 
authorities  and  corporations.  According 
to  the  application,  these  tax-exempt 
municipal  securities  will  be  backed  by 
the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United  , 
States,  or  rated  Aaa  or  Aa,  MIG-1  or 
MIG-2  by  Moody’s  Investor  Services, 
Inc.  or  AAA  or  AA.  or  A-1  or  A-2  by 
Standard -&  Poor’s  Corporation,  Inc. 
Municipal  bonds  and  municipal  notes 
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which  are  neither  rated  nor  backed  by 
the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United 
States  may  also  be  purchased  by  the 
Applicant  if  in  the  opinion  of  its 
management,  such  securities  possess 
creditworthiness  comparable  to  those 
rated  securities  in  which  the  Applicant 
may  invest.  Applicant  further  states  that 
from  time  to  time  for  defensive  purposes 
on  a  temporary  basis  its  portfolio,  may 
be  invested  in  taxable  short-term 
investments  subject  to  the  same  quality 
limitation  applicable  for  rated  municipal 
securities. 

As  here  pertinent.  Section  2(a](41)  of 
the  Act  defines  value  to  mean:  (1)  with 
respect  to  securities  for  which  market 
quotations  are  readily  available,  the 
market  value  of  such  securities,  and  (2) 
with  respect  to  other  securities  and 
assets,  fair  value  as  determined  in  good 
faith  by  the  board  of  directors.  Rule  22o- 
1  adopted  under  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  no  registered  investment 
company  or  principal  underwriter 
therefor  issuing  any  redeemable  security 
shall  sell,  redeem  or  repurchase  any 
such  security  except  at  a  price  based  on 
the  current  net  asset  value  of  such 
security  which  is  next  computed  after 
receipt  of  a  tender  of  such  security  for 
redemption  or  of  an  order  to  purchase  or 
to  sell  such  security.  Rule  2a-4  adopted 
under  the  Act  provides,  as  here  relevant, 
that  the  “current  net  asset  value”  of  a 
redeemable  security  issued  by  a 
registered  investment  company  used  in 
computing  its  price  for  the  purposes  of 
distribution  and  redemption  shall  be  an 
amount  which  reflects  calculations 
made  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  that  rule,  with 
estimates  used  where  necessary  or 
appropriate.  Rule  2a-4  further  states 
t^t  portfolio  seciuities  with  respect  to 
which  maricet  quotations  are  readily 
available  shall  be  valued  at  current 
market  value,  and  that  other  securities 
and  assets  shall  be  valued  at  fair  value 
as  determined  in  good  faith  by  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  registered  company. 
Prior  to  the  filing  of  the  application,  the 
Commission  expressed  its  view  that, 
among  other  things:  (1)  Rule  2a-4  under 
the  Act  requires  that  portfolio 
instruments  of  “money  market”  funds  be 
valued  with  reference  to  market  factors, 
and  (2)  it  would  be  inconsistent, 
generally,  with  the  provisions  of  Rule 
2a-4  for  a  “money  market”  fund  to  value 
its  portfolio  Instruments  on  an  amortized 
cost  basis  (Investment  Company  Act 
Release  No.  9784,  May  31, 1977).  In  view 
of  the  ioMgoMig,  Applicant  requests 
exeraptioBS  from  Action  2(a)(41)  of  the 
Act  aikl  Rules  2a-4  and  22c-l 
thereunder  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit  Applicant  to  value  its  portfolio 


by  means  of  the  amortized  cost  method 
of  valuation. 

In  support  of  the  relief  requested,  the 
Applicant  states  that  experience 
indicates  that  two  features  are 
necessary  in  a  “money  market”  fund, 
namely,  certainty  of  stability  of 
principal  and  a  steady  flow  of 
predictable  and  competitive  investment 
income.  Applicant  asserts  that  by 
maintaining  a  portfolio  of  high  quality, 
short-term  money  market  instruments 
valued  at  amortized  cost  it  can  provide 
these  features  to  investors.  Applicant 
represents  that  its  Trustees  have 
properly  determined  in  good  faith  imder 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  value  the 
portfolio  of  Applicant  by  use  of  the 
amortized  cost  method  and  that  this 
method  is  in  the  best  interest  of  its 
shareholders.  Applicant  believes  that 
experience  has  shown  that,  given  the 
unique  nature  of  Applicant's  policies 
and  operations,  there  should  be  a 
negligible  discrepancy  between  prices 
obtained  by  the  amortized  cost  method 
and  those  obtained  by  a  market 
valuation  method.  AppUcant  further 
represents  that  its  Trustees  have 
determined  in  good  faith,  in  light  of  the 
characteristics  of  Applicant,  that  the 
amortized  cost  method  of  valuation  of 
portfolio  instruments  is  appropriate  and 
preferable  to  the  use  of  a  market 
valuation  method.  The  Applicant’s 
Trustees  have  further  determined  to 
continuously  monitor  valuation 
indicated  by  methods  other  than 
amortized  cost  so  that  any  necessary 
changes  in  the  valuation  method  may  be 
made  to  assure  that  the  valuation 
method  being  used  in  a  fair 
approximation  of  fair  value  in  view  of 
all  pertinent  factors. 

Section  6(c]  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  the  Commission,  by 
order  upon  application,  may 
conditionally  or  unconditionally  exempt 
any  person,  security  or  transaction,  or 
any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities  or 'transactions,  from  any 
provision  or  provisions  of  the  Act  or  any 
rule  or  regulation  thereunder,  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  ,  and 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Applicant  consents  to  the  imposition 
of  the  following  conditions  in  an  order 
granting  the  exemptfve  relief  it  requests: 

1.  fai  8tq>crvi8iiig  Applifmnt’s 
operations  aad  delegating  special 
responsibilities  involving  portfolio 
management  to  Applicant's  investment 
adviser,  AppHeant’s  Trustees 
undertake — as  a  particular 
responsibility  within  the  overall  duty  of 


care  owed  to  its  shareholders — to 
establish  procedures  reasonably 
designed,  taking  into  account  current 
market  conditions  and  Applicant’s 
investment  objectives,  to  stabilize 
Applicant’s  net  asset  value  per  share,  as 
computed  for  the  purposes  of 
distribution,  redemption  and  repurchase, 
at  $1.00  per  share. 

2.  Included,  within  the  procedures  to 
be  adopted  by  the  Trustees  shall  be  the 
following: 

(a)  Review  by  the  Trustees,  as  they 
deem  appropriate  and  at  such  intervals 
as  are  reasonable  in  light  of  current 
market  conditions,  to  determine  the 
extent  of  deviation,  if  any,  of  the  net 
asset  value  per  share  as  determined  by 
using  available  market  quotations  from 
Applicant’s  $1.00  amortized  cost  price 
per  share,  and  the  maintenance  of 
records  of  such  review;  * 

(b)  In  the  event  such  deviation  from 
Applicant’s  $1.00  amortized  cost  price 
per  share  exceeds  %  of  1  percent,  a 
requirement  that  the  Trustees  will 
promptly  consider  what  action,  if  any, 
should  be  initiated. 

(c)  Where  the  Trustees  believe  the 
extent  of  any  deviation  from  Applicant's 
$1.00  amortized  cost  price  per  share  may 
result  in  material  dilution  or  other  unfair 
results  to  investors  or  existing 
shareholders,  they  shall  take  such  action 
as  they  deem  appropriate  to  eliminate  or 
to  reduce  to  the  extent  reasonably 
practicable  such  dilution  or  unfair 
results,  which  may  include;  redemption 
of  shares  in  kind;  selling  portfolio 
instruments  prior  to  maturity  to  realize 
capital  gains  or  losses,  or  to  shorten  the 
average  maturity  of  portfolio 
instruments  of  Applicant;  withholding 
dividends;  or  utilizing  a  net  asset  value 
per  share  as  determined  by  using  market 
quotations. 

3.  Applicant  will  maintain  a  dollar- 
weighted  average  portfolio  mabirity 
appropriate  to  its  objective  of 
maintaining  a  stable  net  asset  value  per 
share;  provided,  however,  that  it  will  not 
(a)  purdiase  any  instrument  with  a 
remaining  maturity  of  greater  than  one 
year,  or  (b)  maintain  a  doUcu'-weighted 
average  portfolio  maturity  in  excess  of 
120  days.* 


'  To  fulflll  this  condition.  Applicant  intends  to  use 
actual  quotations  or  estimates  of  market  value 
reflecting  current  maricet  conditions  chosen  by  the 
Trustees  in  the  eoteroise  of  ttietr  diecfetion  to  be 
appropriate  indicators  of  value  which  may  include. 
inter  oMa,  (1)  quotatieas  or  estimates  of  market 
value  for  tn^vidual  psrtfoUo  Bstzumenls.  or  (2) 
values  obtained  feom  yield  data  relating  to  classes 
of  munidpal  secusitles  published  by  reputable 
sources. 

*In  fulfilting  diis  eondiUon,  if  the  disposition  of  a 
portfolio  security  results  in  a  doHar-weighted 

Continued 
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4.  Applicant  will  record,  maintain,  and 
preserve  permanently  in  an  easily 
accessible  place'a  written  copy  of  the 
procedures  (and  any  modifications 
thereto)  described  in  paragraph  1, 
above,  and  Applicant  will  record, 
maintain  and  preserve  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  six  years  (the  first  two 
years  in'  an  easily  accessible  place)  a 
written  record  of  the  Trustees’ 
consideration  and  actions  taken  in 
connection  with  the  discharge  of  their  ^ 
responsibilities,  as  set  forth  above,  to  be 
included  in  the  minutes  of  the  Trustees’ 
meetings.  The  documents  preserved 
pursuant  to  this  condition  shall  be 
subject  to  inspection  by  the  Commission 
in  accordance  with  Section  31(b)  of  the 
Act,  as  if  such  dociunents  were  records 
required  to  be  maintained  pursuant  to 
rules  adopted  under  Section  31(a)  of  the 
Act. 

5.  Applicant  wiU  limit  its  portfolio 
investments,  including  repurchase 
agreements,  to  those  United  States 
dollar  denominated  instruments  which 
the  Trustees  determine  present  minimal 
credit  risks,  and  which  are  of  “high 
quality’’  as  determined  by  any  major 
rating  service  or,  in  the  case  of  any 
instrument  that  is  not  rated,  of 
comparable  quality  as  determined  by 
the  'Trustees. 

6.  Applicant  will  include  in  each 
quarterly  report,  as  an  attachment  to. 
Form  N-lQ,  a  statement  as  to  whether 
any  action  pursuant  to  paragraph  2(c) 
above  was  taken  during  the  precedLig 
fiscal  quarter  and,  if  any  such  action 
was  taken,  will  describe  the  nature  and 
circumstances  of  such  action. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
October  16, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  application 
accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provide  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 


average  portfolio  maturity  in  excess  of  120  days. 
Applicant  will  invest  its  available  cash  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  reduce  the  doUar-weighted  average 
portfolio  maturity  to  120  days  or  less  as  soon  as 
reasonably  practicable. 


Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27865  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am| 

BltXING  CODE  8010-01-H 


(ReL  No.  18109;  SR-CBOE-81-151 

Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 

Inc.;  Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

September  21, 1981. 

On  August  5, 1981,  the  Chicago  Board 
Options  Exchange  Incorporated 
(“CBOE”),  LaSalle  at  Jackson,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60606,  filed  with  the 
Commission,  pursuant  to  Section 
19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934, 15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(l)  (“Act")  and 
Rule  19b-4  thereunder  copies  of  a 
proposed  rule  change  to  modify  its  rules 
applicable  to  margin  for  spread 
positions  in  GNMA  options  and  to 
clarify  that  long  GNMA  options 
positions  have  no  loan  value  in  a  mai^ 
account. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
issuance  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
34-18035,  August  14, 1981)  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (46 
FR  42389,  August  20, 1981).  No 
comments  were  received  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  filing. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  a  national  securities 
exchcmge  cmd,  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  Section  6  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be.  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  >1-27889  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-11 


(ReL  No.  18109;  SR-CBOE-81-15] 

Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 

Inc.;  Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

September  21, 1981. 

On  August  5, 1981,  the  Chicago  Board 
Options  Exchange,  Incorporated 
(“CBOF’),  LaSalle  at  Jackson,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60606,  filed  with  the 
Commission,  pursuant  to  Section 
19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934, 15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(l)  (“Act")  and 
Rule  19b-4  theretmder,  copies  of  a 
proposed  rule  change  to  modify  its  rules 
applicable  to  margin  for  spread 
positions  in  GNMA  options  and  to 
clarify  that  long  GNMA  options 
positions  have  no  loan  value  in  a  margin 
accoimt 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
issuance  of  a  Conunission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
34-18035,  August  14, 1981)  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (46 
FR  42389,  August  20. 1981).  No 
conunents  were  received  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  filing. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  a  national  securities 
exchange  and,  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  Section  6  €uid  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmoiis, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-27867  Filed  9-24-81;  8:46  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  8010-01-M 


(ReteBM  No.  34-18090;  FHo  Na  SR-CBOE- 
81-181 

Chicago  Board  Optiona  Exchange, 
Inc.;  Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self- 
Regulatory  Organization 

In  the  matter  of  proposed  rule  change 
by  Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 
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Inc.  relating  to  CBOE's  proposed  rules 
for  trading  '‘market  basket”  Treasury 
bond  options  and  “mini-series”  Treasury 
securities  options. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)l,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  August  21. 1981.  the  Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc.  (“CBOE”) 
filed  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  proposed  rule  changes  as 
follows: 

I.  CBOE’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  following  proposed  rule  changes 
amend  certain  Exchange  rules  that  are 
themselves  the  subject  of  a  pending 
filing  on  Form  19b-4  (File  No.  SR7 
CBOE-80-8,  as  amended  by  Amendment 
No.  4  thereto).  Additions  to  the  text  of 
the  rules  as  proposed  in  that  filing  are 
indicated  by  italics,  and  deletions  are  in 
brackets. 

Chapter  XXI 

Government  Securities  Options 
Introduction 

The  rules  in  this  Chapter  are 
applicable  only  to  options  where  the 
underlying  security  is  a  Government 
security  (as  defined  below).  In  addition, 
the  rules  in  Chapters  I  through  XIX  are 
also  applicable  to  options  where  the 
underlying  security  is  a  Government 
security,  in  some  cases  supplemented  by 
[one  or  more]  rules  in  this  Chapter, 
except  for  rules  that  have  been  replaced 
in  respect  of  Government  security 
options  by  [one  or  more]  rules  in  this 
Chapter  and  except  where  the  context 
otherwise  requires.  Whenever  a  rule  in 
this  Chapter  supplements  or,  for 
purposes  of  this  Chapter,  replaces  [one 
or  more]  rules  in  Chapters  I-XIX,  that 
fact  is  indicated  in  brackets  following 
the  rule  in  this  Chapter. 

Definitions 

Rule  21.1. 

Government  security 

(a)  The  term  “Government  security” 
means  a  bond,  note,  debenture  or  other 
evidence  of  indebtedness  that  is  a  direct 
obligation  of,  or  an  obligation 
guaranteed  as  to  principal  or  interest  by, 
the  United  States  or  a  corporation  in 
which  the  United  States  has  a  direct  or 
indirect  interest  (except  debt  securities 
guaranteed  as  to  timely  payment  of 
principal  and  interest  by  the 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association).  Securities  issued  or 
guaranteed  by  individual  departments 
or  agencies  of  the  United  States  are 
sometimes  referred  to  by  the  title  of  the 
department  or  agency  involved  (e.g.,  a 


“Treasury  [note]  security”  means  a 
[note]  security  issued  by  the  United 
States  Treasury). 

[Government]  Treasury  note 

(b)  The  term  “[Government]  Treasury 
note”  means  a  [Government  security] 
note  issued  by  the  U.S.  Treasury  with  a 
term  to  maturity  of  at  least  two  years 
but  no  more  than  ten  years  at  the  time  of 
original  issuance. 

[Government]  Treasury  bond 

(c)  The  term  “[Government]  Treasury 
bond”  means  a  [Government  security] 
bond  issued  by  the  U.S.  Treasury  with  a 
term  to  maturity  of  more  than  ten  years 
at  the  time  of  original  issuance. 

Put 

(d)  The  term  “put”  means  an  option 
[contract]  under  which  the  holder  of  the 
option  has  the  right,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  and  provisions  of  the  option, 
to  sell  to  the  Clearing  Corporation 
[$100,000]  the  principal  amount  of  the 
underlying  Government  security  covered 
by  the  option  [contract]. 

Call 

(e)  The  term  “call”  means  an  option 
[contract]  under  which  the  holder  of  the 
option  has  the  right,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  option,  to  purchase  from 
the  Clearing  Corporation  [$100,000]  the 
principal  amount  of  the  underlying 
Government  secruity  covered  by  the 
option  [contract]. 

Specific  Coupon  Option 

(f)  The  term  "specific coupon  option" 
means  an  option  having  a  specifically 
identified  underlying  Government 
security,  which  is  required  to  be 
delivered  upon  exercise. 

Market  Basket  Option 

(g)  The  term  "market  basket  option" 
means  an  option  having  a  designated 
hypothetical  underlying  Government 
security  bearing  a  nominal  rate  of 
interest  and  remaining  term  to  maturity 
in  accordance  with  Rules  designating 
the  terms  of  the  option,  but  where 
delivery  upon  exercise  may  be  made  in 
underlying  securities  of  the  same  issuer 
bearing  various  qualified  rates  of 
interest  and  terms  to  maturity. 

Exercise  Price  (Specific  Coupon  Option) 

[(Hl-^Ay  The  term  “exercise  price”  in 
respect  of  a  specific  coupon  option 
means  the  specified  percentage  of  the 
principal  amount  at  which  the 
underlying  Government  security  may  be 
purchased  or  sold  upon  the  exercise  of 
the  option  contract. 


Nominal  Exercise  Price  (Market  Basket 
Option) 

(i)  The  term  "nominal  exercise  price" 
in  respect  of  a  market  basket  option 
means  the  specif ied percentage  of  the 
principal  amount  at  which  the 
hypothetical  underlying  Government 
security  may  be  purchased  or  sold  upon 
the  exercise  of  the  option. 

Aggregate  Exercise  Price  (Specific 
Coupon  Option) 

[(g)]  (j)  term  “aggregate  exercise 
price”  in  respect  of  a  specific  coupon 
option  means  the  exercise  price  of  an 
option  contract  multiplied  by  the 
principal  amount  of^e  underlying 
Government  security  covered  by  the 
option  [contract]. 

Adjusted  Aggregate  Exercise  Price 
(Market  Basket  Option) 

(k)  The  term  "adjusted  aggregate 
exercise  price"  in  respect  of  a  market 
basket  option  means  the  nominal 
exercise  price  of  the  option,  adjusted  in 
accordance  with  Rule  21.24(b)  to  reflect 
the  rate  of  interest  and  remaining  term 
to  maturity  of  the  underlying 
Government  security  actually  delivered 
upon  exercise,  multiplied  by  the 
principal  amount  of  the  underlying 
Government  security  delivered. 

Covered 

1(b)]  (1)  The  term  “covered”  has  the 
same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  Rule  l.l(y), 
except  that  long  positions  must  match 
short  positions  on  the  basis  of  the 
principal  amoimt  of  the  underlying 
Government  seciuity].]  or,  in  the  case  of 
a  market  basket  option,  of  an  underlying 
Government  security  that  qualifies  for 
delivery  upon  exercise.  [Rule  21.1 
replaces  definitions  set  forth  in  Rule  1.1 
(n),  (0),  [s)  and  (t),  and  supplements  the 
definition  set  forth  in  Rule  l.l(y).] 

Position  Limits  (Treasury  security 
options) 

Rule  21.3.  Except  with  the  prior 
written  permission  of  the  President  or 
his  designee,  no  member  shall  make,  for 
any  account  in  which  it  has  an  interest 
or  for  the  account  of  cmy  customer,  an 
opening  transaction  on  any  exchange  in 
any  class  of  Treasury  security  options  if 
the  member  has  reason  to  believe  that 
as  a  result  of  such  transaction  the 
member  or  its  customer  would,  acting 
alone  or  in  concert  with  others,  directly 
or  indirectly,  hold  or  control  or  be 
obligated  in  respect  of  an  amount  of 
Treasury  security  options  [any 
aggregate  position  in  excess  of  2,000 
.  option  contracts]  (whether  long  or  short) 
of  the  put  class  and  the  call  class  on  the 
same  side  of  the  market  covering  in 
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excess  of  $200,000,000 principal  amount 
o/ underlying  Treasury  securities, 
combining  for  purposes  of  this  position 
limit  long  positions  in  put  options  with 
short  positions  in  call  options,  and  short 
positions  in  put  options  with  long 
positions  in  call  options.  The  Board  may 
from  time  to  time  Hx  different  position 
limits  for  one  or  more  series  of  options 
if,  in  its  discretion,  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  interests 
of  a  fair  and  orderly  market  and  the 
protection  of  investors.  [Rule  21.3 
replaces  Rule  4.11.] 

Exercise  Limits  fTreasury  security 
options) 

Rule  21.4.  Except  with  the  prior 
written  permission  of  the  President  or 
his  designee,  no  member  shall  exercise, 
for  any  account  in  which  it  has  an 
interest  or  for  the  account  of  any 
customer,  a  long  position  in  [any  class 
of]  Treasury  [securities]  security  options 
where  such  member  or  customer,  acting 
alone  or  in  concert  with  others,  directly 
or  indirectly,  has  or  will  have  exercised 
within  any  five  consecutive  business 
days  aggregate  long  positions  in  [excess 
of  2,000  option  contracts  covering  the 
same  underlying  Treasury  security  or 
such  other  number  of  such  contracts  as 
may  be  fixed  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Board  as  the  exercise  limit  for  Treasury 
securities'  options.  Reasonable  notice 
shall  be  given  of  each  new  exercise  limit 
fixed  by  the  Board  by  posting  notice 
thereof  on  the  bulletin  board  on  the 
Exchange  floor.}  an  amount  of  Treasury 
security  puts  or  calls  covering  in  excess 
of  $200,000,000 principal  amount  of 
underlying  Treasury  securities. 

Exercises  of  puts  and  exercises  of  calls 
are  not  combined  for  purposes  of  this 
exercise  limit.  [Rule  21.4  replaces  Rule 
4.12.] 

Reports  Related  to  Position  Limits  and 
Liquidation  of  Positions 

Rule  2U.  For  purposes  of  Rules  4.13 
and  4.14,  references  to  Rule  4.11  in 
connection  with  position  limits  shall  be 
deemed,  in  the  case  of  Treasury 
[securities]  security  options,  to  be  to 
Rule  21.2.  [Rule  21.5  supplements  Rules 
4.13  and  4.14.] 

Designation  of  Government  Securities 

Rule  21.6.  Government  [securities] 
security  options  dealt  in  on  the 
Exchange  are  designated  by  reference  to 
the  issuer  of  the  underlying  Government 
security,  expiration  month  [,  the  year  of 
the  expiration  month  for  the  longest 
term  option  series]  (and  year  for  the 
longest  term  option  series),  exercise 
price  [and  type]  or  nominal  exercise 
price,  type  ({mt  or  call),  [the  coupon  rate 
and  date  of  maturity.]  stated  or  nominal 


rate  of  interest  and  stated  date  of 
maturity  or  nominal  team  term  to 
maturity.  (E.g.  a  specif ic  coupon  call 
option  expiring  in  March  and  having  an 
exercise  price  of  96%  of  the  principal 
amount  of  a  13^%  Treasury  bond  that 
matures  on  August  15, 2001,  is 
designated  as  a  Treasury  13%% — 8/15/ 
01  March  96  call.  A  market  basket  call 
option  expiring  in  March  and  having  a 
nominal  exercise  price  of  68%  of  the 
principal  amount  of  a  hypothetical  8% 
Treasury  bond  with  a  15-year  remaining 
term  to  maturity  is  designated  as  a 
Market  basket  Treasury  8% — 15-year 
March  68  call.)  [Rule  21.6  replaces  Rule 
5.1.] 

Approval  of  Underlying  Treasury 
Securities  for  Specific  Coupon  Options 

Rule  21.7.  Treasury  securities  may  be 
approved  as  underlying  securities  for 
Exchange  transactions  in  specific 
coupon  options  by  the  Board  (or  the 
Committee  designated  by  the  Board) 
subject  to  such  requirements  as  to  size 
of  original  issuance,  aggregate  principal 
amount  outstanding,  years  to  maturity 
or  other  characteristics  as  the  Board  (or 
the  Committee  designated  by  the  Board] 
deems  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
interest  of  maintaining  a  fair  and  orderly 
market  for  the  protection  of  investors. 

.  .  .  Interpretations  and  Policies 

.01  The  original  public  sale  of  an 
underlying  Treasury  security  shall  be  at 
least  ^  billion  princfoal  amount 

.02  In  order  to  limit  underlying 
Treasury  securities  for  specific  coupon 
options  to  the  most  recently  issued  and 
actively  traded  issues,  ordfoarily  the 
approval  of  such  an  underlying  security 
will  only  extend  for  a  period  of  no  more 
than  15  months  [following  the  month] 
from  the  date  of  its  initial  approval,  and 
series  of  options  opened  thereafter  will 
relate  to  more  recently  issued  Treasury 
securities;  provided,  however,  that  such 
approval  may  be  extended  in  the  event 
of  the  reopening  of  the  underlying 
security  by  the  Treasury.  Further,  even 
prior  to  the  end  of  such  15  month  period, 
the  Securities  committee  shall  withdraw 
approval  of  an  underlying  Treasury 
security  at  any  time  if  it  determines  on 
the  basis  of  ii^rmation  made  publicly 
available  by  the  Treasury  that  the 
security  has  a  public  issuance  of  less 
than  $750  million. 

.03  The  Board  (or  the  Committee 
designated  by  the  Board)  may 
determine,  for  any  reason,  to  withdraw 
approval  of  any  Treasury  securities  as 
underlying  securities;  and,  after  any 
announcement  by  the  Exchange  of  any 
such  withdrawal,  each  member 
organization  shall  prior  to  effecting  any 
option  transaction  for  a  customer  in 


such  Treasury  securities,  inform  such 
customer  of  that  fact  [Rule  21.7  and 
Interpretation  and  Policies  21.7.01,  .02 
and  .03  replace  Rules  5.3  and  5.4.) 

[Treasury  Securities  Option  Contracts 
Open  for  Trading 

Rule  21.6.  The  Securities  Committee 
may  open  for  trading  options  where  the 
underlying  security  is  a  Treasury 
security  at  any  time  following  the 
auction  sale  of  the  underlying  security. 
[Rule  21.8  Supplements  5.5.]] 

Terms  of  [Government  Securities  Option 
Contracts]  Treasury  Security  Options 

Rule  21.8.  [21.9]  (a)  General.  A  single 
Treasury  security  option  covers  $100,000 
principal  amount  of  the  underlying 
security,  except  that  there  may  also  be 
trading  in  specially  designated  “mini- 
series"  of  specific  coupon  Treasury 
options  that  cover  $20,000 principal 
amount  of  underlying  security.  The 
expiration  month  and  exercise  price  of 
[option  contracts  for  Government 
securities  option  contracts]  Treasury 
security  options  of  each  series  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Board  (or  the 
Committee  designated  by  the  Board]  at 
the  time  each  series  of  options  is  first 
opened  for  trading. 

[(a)]  (b)  Expiration  Month.  Unless  the 
Board  (or  the  Committee  designated  by 
the  Board)  otherwise  provides  and  so 
indicates  at  the  post  at  which  the  option 
[contract]  is  traded.  Treasury  [securities 
option  contracts]  security  options  shall 
expire  in  the  months  of  March,  June, 
September  and  December. 

■  [In  the  month  that  an  underlying 
Treasury  security  is  auctioned,  series  of 
options  on  that  security  for  up  to  five, 
difierent  expiration  months  will  be 
opened  simultaneously.  These  series 
will  expire  fi'om  1  up  to  15  months 
following  the  month  when  opened.  For 
example,  in  the  case  of  an  underlying 
Treasury  security  auctioned  in  August  of 
a  given  year,  bofo  near-September 
options  (1-month  options]  and  far- 
Septeml^r  options  (13-month  options) 
will  generally  be  opened  during  that 
August  (i.e.,  the  August  immediately 
preceding  the  near-September 
expiration  month);  similarly,  in  the  case 
of  an  underlying  Treasury  security 
auctioned  in  December  of  a  given  year, 
both  near-March  options  (3-month 
options)  and  far-March  options  (15- 
month  options]  will  generally  be  opened 
during  that  Decemb^  (i.e.,  the 
December  immediately  preceding  the 
near-March  expiration  month).] 

1(b)]  (c)  Exercise  Price.  The  exercise 
price  of  each  series  of  Treasury 
[securities]  security  options  shall  be 
fixed  [by  the  Board  (or  the  Committee 
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designated  by  the  Board)]  at  a 
percentage  of  principal  amount  which  is 
an  integral  midtiple  of  [(i)]  1%  for 
Treasury  securities  having  a  remaining 
term  to  maturity  of  five  years  or  less,  or 
[{ii)]  2%  for  Treasury  securities  having  a 
remaining  term  to  maturity  of  more  than 
five  years  [,  and  which-is).  In  the  case  of 
a  specific  coupon  Treasury  security 
option,  the  exercise  price  so  determined 
shall  be  reasonably  close  to  the 
percentage  of  principal  amount  at  which 
the  underlying  security  is  traded  in  the 
primary  market  at  the  time  [such]  the 
series  of  options  is  first  opened  for 
trading.  [Additional  series  of  options  of 
the' same  class  may  be  opened  to  reflect 
substantial  changes  in  prices  [as  the 
market  price  of  Ae  underlying  security 
moves  substantially  from  the  initial 
price  or  prices].  The  exercise  price  of  all 
Treasury  securities  options  or  of  any 
series  of  Treasury  securities  options 
may  be  fixed  by  the  Board  (or  the 
Committee  designated  by  the  Board], 
upon  two  business  days’  notice,  at  a 
percentage  of  principal  amount  which  is 
an  integral  multiple  of  1%  so  long  as  the 
foregoing  provisions  with  respect  to  the 
percentage  of  principal  amount  at  which 
the  underlying  security  is  traded  are 
satisfied.  Notice  of  £uiy  such  changed 
exercise  price  shall  be  posted  on  the 
bulletin  board  on  the  Exchange  floor. 
Rule  21.9  replaces  paragraph  (a]  of  Rule 
5.6  and  supplements  RtUe  5.6(b].] 

In  the  case  of  market  basket  Treasury 
bond  options,  the  exercise  price  so 
determined  shall  be  a  percentage  of 
principal  amount  of  a  hypothetical 
underlying  Treasury  bond  bearing  an  8% 
nominal  rate  of  interest  and  a  15-year 
nominal  term  to  maturity  which  results 
in  a  yield  reasonably  close  to  the 
highest  market  yield  of  Treasury  bonds 
qualified  for  delivery  upon  exercise  in 
accordance  with  Rule  21.24(b),  as 
determined  by  the  Exchange  at  the  time 
the  series  of  options  is  first  opened  for 
trading.  [Rule  21.8  supplements  Rule 
5.5.) 

Series  of  Treasury  Security  Options 
Open  for  trading  Rule  21.9.  (a)  Initial 
series  of  specific  coupon  options.  The 
Securities  Committee  may  open  for 
trading  specific  coupon  Treasury 
security  options  at  any  time  following 
the  auction  sale  of  the  underlying 
security.  At  the  time  options  are 
initially  opened  for  trading  on  a  newly 
auctioned  underlying  Treasury  security, 
series  of  options  on  that  security  for  five 
different  expiration  months  will 
ordinarily  be  opened  simultaneously, 
expiring  in  from  1  up  to  15  months. 

(b)  Additional  series  of  options  to 
reflect  price  changes.  After  a  class  of 
specific  coupon  Treasury  security 


options  has  been  opened  for  trading  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
Rule,  additional  series  of  options  of  the 
same  class  may  be  opened  to  reflect 
substantial  changes  in  prices  of  the 
underlying  Treasury  securities.  The 
exercise  price  of  such  additional  series 
will  ordinarily  be  fixed  at  an  integral 
multiple  of  1%  or  2%  in  accordance  with 
Rule  21.8(c),  but  the  Board  (or 
Committee  designated  by  the  Board), 
upon  two  business  days’ notice,  may  fix 
exercise  prices  at  different  intervals, 
provided  that  all  such  exercise  prices 
are  reasonably  close  to  the  market 
prices  of  the  underlying  securities. 

Notice  of  any  such  additional  series 
opened  for  trading  shall  be  posted  on 
the  bulletin  board  on  the  Exchange 
floor. 

(c)  Market  Basket  Options.  Market 
basket  Treasury  bond  options  may  be 
opened  for  trading  in  up  to  five  series, 
expiring  in  from  one  to  15  months. 
Thereafter,  additional  series  will  be 
opened  each  month  expiring  in  the  most 
distant  month,  to  replace  expiring  short¬ 
term  options.  Additional  series  will  also 
be  opened  to  reflect  substantial  changes 
in  the  yield  of  underlying  Treasury 
bonds.  Notice  of  any  such  additional 
series  opened  for  trading  shall  be  posted 
on  the  bulletin  board  on  the  Exchange 
floor.  [Rule  21.9  replaces  paragraph  (a) 
of  Rule  5.6  and  supplements  Rule  5.6(b).] 

Trading  Rotations 

Rule  21.11.  (a)  The  opening  rotation  in 
each  series  of  each  class  of  Government 
securities  options  shall  be  overseen  by 
an  Exchange  employee  designated  as 
the  Post  Coordinator  for  Government 
securities  options  and  shall  be  held  as 
promptly  following  availability  of 
opening  quotations  on  the  quotation 
display  mechanismfs]  approved  by  the 
Exchange  as  the  Post  Coordinator 
deems  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances.  Generally,  the  Post 
Coordinator  shall  open  first  those  series 
of  a  class  with  respect  to  which  the 
greatest  buying  and  selling  interest  has 
been  expressed  (deferring  opening 
relatively  inactive  series];  provided, 
however,  that  more  than  one  series  may 
be  opened  simultaneously.  These 
procedures  may  be  altered  or 
supplemented  by  the  Board  (or  the 
Committee  designated  by  the  Board]. 

(b]  In  the  event  that  current 
quotations  are  not  available  for 
Government  seciuities  imderlying  a 
[particular]  class  of  specific  coupon 
options  or  relating  to  a  class  of  market 
basket  options  within  a  reasonable  time 
after  8:00  a.m.  (Chicago  time),  the  Post 
Coordinator  for  that  class  shall  report 
the  delay  to  a  Floor  Official  and  an 
inquiry  shall  be  made  to  determine  the 


cause  of  the  delay.  The  opening  rotation 
for  Government  securities  options  of  - 
that  class  shall  be  delayed  until  such 
current  quotations  are  available,  unless 
two  Floor  Officials  determine  that  the 
interests  of  a  fair  and  orderly  market  are 
best  served  by  opening  trading.  [Rule 
21.11  supplements  Interpretation  and 
Policy  6.2.01.] 

Obligations  of  Market-Makers 

Rule  21.19.  Without  limiting  the 
general  obligation  to  deal  for  his 
account  as  stated  in  Rule  8.7(b],  a 
Market-Maker  holding  an  Appointment 
in  Government  securities  options,  in  the 
course  of  maintaining  a  fair  and  orderly 
market,  is  expected  to  bid  and/or  offer 
so  as  to  create  differences  of: 

(i)  no  more  than  V*  point  between  the 
bid  and  offer  for  each  option  contract 
for  which  the  bid  is  less  than  1  point; 

(ii)  no  more  than  Vt  point  where  the 
bid  is  1  point  or  more  but  less  than  5 
points; 

(iii)  no  more  than  %  point  where  the 
bid  is  5  points  or  more  but  less  than  10 
points;  and 

(iv)  no  more  than  1  point  where  the 
bid  is  10  points  or  more, 

provided  that  the  Board  (or  the 
Committee  designated  by  the  Board] 
may  establish  differences  other  than  the 
above  for  all  Government  securities 
options  or  for  one  or  more  series  of 
options. 

.  .  .  Interpretations  and  Policies 

.01  The  bid/ask  differentials  specified 
in  Rule  21.19  shall  apply  only  to  [all  but] 
the  two  [longest]  nearest  term 
[Government  securities  option]  series  [.] 
of  each  class  of  Government  options. 

For  [these]  all  longer  term  series  the 
maximum  bid/ask  differential  shall  be 
(i)  Va  point  for  option  contracts  where 
the  bid  is  less  than  1  point;  (ii)  1  point 
for  option  contracts  where  ffie  bid  is  1 
point  or.more  but  less  than  5  points;  (iii) 
iVz  points  for  option  contracts  where 
the  bid  is  5  points  or  more  but  less  than 
10  points;  and  (iv)  2  points  for  all  other 
transactions. 

.02  The  bid/ask  differential  specified 
in  Rule  21.19  and  in  Interpretation  and 
Policy  .01  thereto  may  be  waived  by  the 
Board  (or  by  the  Committee  or  the 
Exchange  official  or  officials  designated 
by  the  Board]  in  the  interests  of 
preserving  a  fair  and  orderly  market  as 
an  alternative  to  halting  or  suspending 
trading  in  Government  securities  options 
under  Rules  6.3  and  6.4  when  conditions 
are  present  which  otherwise  would 
cause  such  a  halt  or  suspension.  [Rule 
21.19  and  Interpretations  and  Policies 
21.19 .01  cmd  .02  supplement  paragraph 
(b)  of  Rule  8.7.] 
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Delivery  and  Payment 

Rule  21.24.  [In  the  case  of  Government 
securities  options,  payment]  (a)  General. 
Payment  of  the  aggregate  exercise  price 
or,  in  the  case  of  market  basket  option, 
the  adjusted  aggregate  exercise  price, 
shall  be  accompanied  by  payment  of 
accrued  interest  on  the  underlying 
Government  security  from  but  not 
including  the  last  interest  payment  date 
to  and  including  the  exercise  settlement 
date,  as  specified  in  the  Rules  of  the 
Clearing  Corporation. 

(bj  Special  rules  for  market  basket 
Treasury  bond  options.  Delivery  of 
underlying  Treasury  bonds  upon 
exercise  of  a  market  basket  Treasury 
bond  option  shall  be  made  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the 
Clearing  Corporation,  and  shall  consist 
of  any  outstanding  issue  of  Treasury 
bonds  that  have  a  remaining  term  to 
maturity  or  to  call  date  of  not  less  than 
15  years  on  the  exercise  settlement  date, 
provided  that  the  Exchange,  at  the  time 
it  opens  additional  series  of  market 
basket  Treasury  bond  options  in  new 
expiration  months,  may  designate 
particular  issues  of  Treasury  bonds  that 
are  not  eligible  for  delivery  upon 
exercise  of  options  of  those  series.  A 
Member  Organization  required  to  make 
delivery  of  Treasury  bonds  on  behalf  of 
a  customer  in  connection  with  the 
exercise  of  a  market  basket  Treasury 
bond  option  shall  deliver  the  identical 
Treasury  bonds  that  the  customer 
furnished  to  the  Member  Organization 
forihat  purpose.  A  customer  shall  not 
be  required  to  pay  the  adjusted 
aggregate  exercise  price  until  the 
customer  has  been  informed  by  the 
Member  Organization  acting  on  his 
behalf  of  the  precise  amount  of  the 
adjusted  aggregate  exercise  price, 
which  depends  on  the  identity  of  the 
specific  Treasury  bonds  actually 
delivered.  The  adjusted  aggregate 
exercise  price  is  determined  on  the 
basis  of  the  yield  equivalence 
procedures  detailed  in  "Standard 
Securities  Calculation  Methods" 
published  by  the  Securities  Industry 
Association  (New  York,,  1973)  in  older 
to  provide  the  same  yield  to  maturity  as 
if  the  same  principal  amount  of 
Treasury  securities  bearing  a  nominal 
9%  interest  rate  and  a  15-year  term  to 
maturity  were  delivered  and  paid  for  at 
the  nominal  exercise  price.  For  purposes 
of  the  yield  equivalence  calculation,  the 
term  to  mpturity  of  the  Treasury 
securities  actually  delivered  shall  be 
rounded  down  to  the  nearest  number  of 
months  evenly  divisable  by  3.  (For 
example.  Treasury  securities  with  17 
years,  5  months  and  4  days  to  maturity 
shall  be  assumed  to  have  17  years  and  3 


months  remaining  term  to  maturity  for 
purposes  of  the  yield  equivalence 
calculation.) 

.  .  .  Interpretations  and  Policies 

.01  Calculations  of  accrued  interest 
on  underlying  Treasury  securities  shall 
be  made  in  accordance  with  Treasury 
Circular  300.  [Rule  21.24  and 
Interpretation  and  Policy  21.24.01 
supplement  Rule  11.3.] 

.02  Yield  equivalence  calculations 
shall  be  rounded  in  accordance  with  the 
Rule  of  the  Clearing  Corporation. 

n.  CBOE’s  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of, 
and  Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

A.  Purpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  amends 
proposed  Chapter  XXI  of  die  Rules  of 
the  Exchange,  which  pertains  to  options 
on  Government  securities,  for  the 
following  purposes;  [i]  to  provide  rules 
for  trading  in  options  on  “market 
basket”  Treasury  bond  options,  in 
addition  to  the  “specific  coupon” 
options  on  Treasury  bonds  and  notes 
already  provided  for,  and  [ii]  to  create 
specially  designated  “mini-series” 
specific  coupon  Treasury  security 
options,  which  cover  $20,000  principal 
amount  of  underlying  securities,  as 
compared  with  the  ^00,000  principal 
amount  of  imderl3ring  securities  covered 
by  standard  Treasury  security  options. 

Market  basket  options  permit  delivery 
of  different  issues  of  Treasury  bonds 
upon  exercise,  as  opposed  to  specific 
coupon  options,  which  require  the  . 
delivery  of  a  single  specifically 
identified  underlying  security.  The 
exercise  price  of  a  market  basket  option 
is  adjusted  in  accordance  with  standard 
yield  equivalence  tables  depending  upon 
the  stated  interest  rate  and  term  to 
maturity  of  the  bond  actually  delivered. 
Despite  the  fact  that  market  basket 
options  are  more  complicated  than 
specific  coupon  options,  they  offer 
potential  advantages  that  may  be 
important  to  the  long-term  utility  of  the 
Exchange’s  market  in  Treasury  options. 
For  example,  market  basket  options 
would  maximize  opportunities  for 
covered  call  writing,  since  investors 
could  engage  in  covered  call  writing 
even  when  they  did  not  hold  the  specific 
securities  that  may  underlie  specific 
coupon  options.  A  market  basket  option 
also  offers  potentially  greater  liqui^ty, 
because  trading  would  be  concentrated 
in  one  options  dass  instead  of  being 
dispersed  into  several  different  old  and 
new  specific  coupon  contracts.  Further, 
because  a  market  basket  option 
expmids  deliverable  supply 
substantially,  that  contract  design  would 


offer  the  potential  for  a  significant 
increase  in  position  limits  (although  no 
such  increase  is  now  being  proposed), 
tiiereby  enabling  finandal  institutions 
and  Government  securities  dealers 
better  to  meet  their  hedging  needs. 

The  proposal  to  trade  mini-series 
specific  coupon  Treasury  security 
options  is  intended  to  benefit  investors 
and  improve  the  liquidity  of  the  options 
maiket  by  fadlitating  the  participation 
of  small  investors  in  the  market.  Certain 
of  these  investors,  whether  their  use  of 
the  market  is  for  hedging  against  or 
speculating  in  changes  in  interest  rates, 
may  find  a  smaller  contract  size  to  be 
better  suited  to  their  needs  than  the 
standard  $100,000  contract. 

The  following  describes  the  purpose 
of  each  of  the  specific  rule  changes 
being  proposed: 

Rule  21.1.  Adds  definitions  of 
“spedfic  coupon  option”  and  “market 
basket  option”  and  makes  conforming 
changes  and  additions  to  other 
definitions. 

Rule  21.3.  Revises  position  limit  rule 
to  take  into  account  mini-series  options, 
by  making  the  limit  apply  to  the  dollar 
amount  of  the  underlying  security  rather 
than  the  number  of  option  contracts. 

Rule  21.4.  Revises  exercise  limit  rule 
in  the  same  manner  as  described  above 
with  respect  to  Rule  21.3. 

Rule  21.5.  Makes  stylistic  change. 

Rule  21.6.  Revised  to  refer  to  the 
designation  of  specific  coupon  and 
market  basket  options. 

Rule  21.7.  Adds  reference  to  specific 
coupon  options. 

Rule  21.8.  Adds  description  of  mini¬ 
series  options  and  market  basket 
options. 

Rule  21.9.  Describes  procedure  for 
introducing  new  series  of  specific 
coupon  and  market  basket  options. 

Rule  21.11.  Adds  reference  to  spedfic 
coupon  and  market  basket  options. 

Interpretation  21.19.01.  Corrects 
technical  error. 

Rule  21.24.  Provides  procedures  to  be 
used  in  making  delivery  of  underlying 
Treasury  bonds  and  calculating  adjusted 
aggregate  exerdse  price  in  coimection 
with  exercise  of  market  basket  options. 

B.  Basis  Under  the  Act  for  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  is  adopted 
pursuant  to  Section  6(b)(5)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  in  that  Ae  rules  proposed  ' 
hereby  are  designed  to  prevent 
fi-audulent  and  manipulative  acts  and 
practices,  to  promote  just  and  equitable 
prindples  of  trade,  and,  in  general,  to 
protect  investors  and  the  public  interest 
in  connection  with  transactions  in 
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options  covering  underlying  Government 
securities. 

C.  Comments  Received  from  Members. 
Participants  or  Others  on  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
rule  change  have  not  been  solicited  or 
received. 

UI.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Pressed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

On  or  before  October  30. 1981,  or 
within  such  longer  period  (i)  as  the 
Commission  may  designate  up  to  90 
days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such  longer 
period  to  be  appropriate  and  publishes 
its  reasons  for  so  ^ding  or  (ii)  as  to 
which  the  self-regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will; 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  conceriung  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
avaulabie  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  October  16, 
1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  September  10, 1981. 

George  A  Fitzsiniinons. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  Bl-28ns  Filed  S-M-St  6:45  ami 
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IReL  No.  11944;  612-4842] 

Frank  Russell  Investment  Co.;  Filing  of 
Application 

September  21, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Frank 
Russell  Investment  Company 
(“Applicant”),  1100  First  Interstate 
Plaza,  Tacoma',  Washington  98402,  filed 
an  application  on  March  16, 1981,  and 
amendments  thereto  on  June  19,  August 
7,  26,  and  27,  and  September  10, 1981, 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c]  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act")  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
exempting  Applicant  from  certain 
shareholder  voting  provisions  of  Section 
15(a)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  18f-2 
thereunder,  and  fi:om  certain  disclosure 
requirements  set  forth  in  Rules  20a- 
2(a)(1),  20a-2(b)(l).  20a-2(a)(8),  20a- 
2(a)(9),  and  20a-2(b](4)  Under  the  Act, 
Items  13(a)(5),  13(a)(6)  and  13(d)(3)  of 
Form  N-1,  and  Items  20(a),  (g)  and  (h)  of 
Form  N-lR  under  the  Act  and  from 
Sections  6-04(b)(2)(ii)  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of 
Regulation  S-X.  All  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  for  a  statement  of 
the  representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Applicant  is  a  newly  organized,  open- 
end,  diversified,  management 
investment  company  of  the  “series” 
type.  According  to  &e  application. 
Applicant  has  registered  under  the  Act 
and  has  filed  a  registration  statement 
under  the  Act  and  under  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (“1933  Act”).  Applicant 
initially  proposes  to  offer  shares  in 
seven  separate  investment  portfolios 
(“Funds”),  each  with  distinct  investment 
objectives,  policies,  and  restrictions. 
Applicant  states  that  it  was  organized 
by  and  at  the  expense  of  Frank  Russell 
Company.  Inc.  (“Manager”),  which  is 
registered  with  the  Commission  as  an 
broker-dealer  under  the  Seemdties 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  as  a 
investment  adviser  under  the 
Investment  Adviser’s  Act  of  1940. 

Applicant  states  that  it  was  organized 
by  the  Manager  for  the  principtd 
purpose  of  enabling  the  Manager  to  offer 
its  “multi-manager  diversification” 
technology  and  investment  manager 
selection  services  on  a  commingled 
basis  to  clients  of  the  Manager.  It  is 
represented  that  for  the  past  decade  the 
Manager  has  been  primarily  engaged  in 
the  business  of  providing  comprehensive 
asset  management  cons^ting  services 
for  large  pools  of  investment  assets, 
predominatdy  assets  of  large 
corporations’  employee  benefit  plans.  In 
addition  to  assisting  its  clients  in 
defining  investment  objectives  and 
allocating  assets  among  investment 


media  to  achieve  those  objectives,  the 
Manager’s  consulting  services  have 
included  recommendations  to  clients 
concerning  the  use  of  multiple 
investment  managers  and  the  selection 
of  an  investment  manager  or  managers 
to  make  specific  purchases  and  sales  for 
the  clients’  investment  portfolios. 

According  to  the  application,  the 
Manager  has  found  that  substantial 
pools  of  investment  assets  are  required 
to  achieve  the  cost-effective  and 
efficient  allocation  of  assets  among  a 
number  of  different  objectives,  media, 
and  strategies;  to  use  multiple 
investment  managers;  and  to  obtain  the 
Manager’s  consulting  services.  By 
pooling  assets  of  eligible  investors  in  the 
different  Funds  of  the  Applicant,  the 
Manager  believes  that  it  will  be  able  to 
provide  its  consulting  and  investment 
manager  selection  services  on  an 
efficient  and  cost-effective  basis  for  the 
Manager  to  institutions  and  individuals 
whose  assets  are  not  large  enough  to 
utilize  these  services  on  an  individual 
accoimt  basis. 

Applicant  states  that  it  is  structured 
and  proposes  to  operate  in  a  manner 
which  differs  from  that  of  a 
conventional  registered  investment 
company.  The  Manager  will  be  an 
investment  adviser  for  Applicant  within 
the  meaning  of  Section  2(a)(20)  of  the 
Act.  but  will  serve  as  the  Applicant’s 
“Corporate  Manager”  pursuant  to  a 
written  Corporate  Management 
Agreement,  and  will  provide  Applicant 
with  the  management  and 
administrative  services  necessary  for  a 
registered  investment  company  to 
operate  on  an  ongoing  basis.  'The 
application  indicates  that  the  Manager’s 
services  will  include  the  evaluation, 
selection  (subject  to  the  approval  of 
Applicant’s  directors)  and  monitoring  of 
investment  managers.  Applicant  states 
that  specific  portfolio  investments  for 
the  Applicant’s  Funds  will  be  made  by 
investment  advisers  (referred  to  by  the 
Applicemt  as  “money  managers”)  to 
each  of  the  Funds.  Initially.  Applicant 
proposes  to  use  twenty-five  money 
managers,  each  of  whom  will  have 
discretionary  authority  to  invest  the 
assets  of  a  portion  of  a  particular  Fund. 
It  is  expected  that  the  Applicant’s 
relationships  with  the  money  managers 
will  be  stable  and  of  extended  duration. 

Applicant  will  offer  shares  only  to 
institutions  and  individuals  who  have 
entered  into  Asset  Management 
Services  Agreements  with  die  Manager 
pursuant  to  which  the  Manager  will 
assist  the  client  in  defining  appropriate 
investment  objectives  and  de^ed 
investment  returns  and  assist  the  client 
in  allocating  its  assets  among  different 
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investment  media  in  a  maimer  most 
likely  to  achieve  those  objectives. 
Applicant  believes  that  the  client  will 
then  be  able  to  use  one  or  more  of  the 
Fimds  as  investment  vehicles  to  gain 
access  to  the  Manager’s  multiple- 
manager  diversification  technology  and 
money  m£mager  selection  services. 

Applicant  states  that  the  Manager  will 
negotiate  with  each  prospective  client 
the  consulting  fee  to  be  paid  to  the 
Manager  which  will  compensate  the 
Manager  for  the  consulting  services  to 
be  provided  to  the  client  and  for 
providing  Applicant’s  Funds  as 
investment  vehicles.  Applicant 
maintains  that  it  will  pay  no 
’’investment  advisory"  or  “management” 
fee  to  the  Manager  for  the  Manager’s 
services  to  the  Applicant.  Moreover,  the 
Applicant  will  pay  no  investment 
advisory  fee  to  any  of  the  money 
managers.  The  Manager  will  be  solely 
responsible  for  the  payment  of  the 
money  managers’  fees.  It  is  asserted  that 
each  Fund  shareholder  will  effectively 
bear  the  same  relative  percentage  of  the 
aggregate  fees  paid  by  the  Manager  to 
each  Fund’s  money  managers  as  the 
shareholder’s  assets  invested  in  the 
Fimd  bear  to  the  Fund’s  aggregate 
assets. 

Applicant  further  states  that  its 
Corporate  Management  Agreement  with 
the  Manager  will  be  submitted  for 
approval  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Applicant,  including  a  majority  of  the 
directors  who  are  not  “interested 
persons”  of  the  Applicant  or  Manager, 
at  the  times  and  in  the  manner  required 
by  the  Act  and  the  rules  thereunder. 
According  to  the  application,  the 
Corporate  Management  Agreement  will 
also  be  subject  to  all  the  shareholder 
approval  and  termination  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  rules  thereunder. 
Applicant  also  states  that  information 
concerning  the  Manager,  the  Applicant, 
and  their  relationships  will  be  disclosed 
in  such  public  documents  as 
prospectuses,  proxy  statements,  and 
periodic  reports  to  the  extent  and  in  the 
manner  required  by  the  Act  and  by  the 
rules  and  forms  thereunder.  However, 
Applicant  is  seeking  an  order  fi'om  the 
Commission  exempting  it  and  the  money 
managers  fi'om  certain  shareholder 
voting  and  disclosure  requirements 
discussed  below  applicable  to  the 
Applicant  because  each  of  the  money 
managers  is  an  investment  adviser  to 
the  Applicant  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  2(a)(20]  of  the  Act. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  any  person,  security  or 
transaction,  or  any  class  or  classes  of 
persons,  securities  or  transactions,  from 


any  provision  or  provisions  of  the  Act, 
con^tionally  or  unconditionally,  if  and 
to  the  extent  that  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Shareholder  Voting  on  Management 
Contracts 

Applicant  proposes  that  when  a 
money  mimager  for  a  Fund  has  been 
recommended  by  the  Manager,  the 
selection  and  approval  will  be  made  by 
Applicant’s  boaiil  of  directors,  including 
a  majority  of  Applicant’s  directors  who 
are  not  “interested  persons”  of  the 
Applicant,  the  Manager,  or  the  money 
manager  in  the  manner  and  at  the  times 
required  by  Sections  IS  (a)  and  (c)  of  the 
Act.  Applicant  and  the  Manager  then 
propose  to  enter  into  a  written  Portfolio 
Management  Contract  with  the  money 
manager.  Applicant  represents  that  each 
such  contract:  (1)  will  precisely  describe 
the  compensation  to  be  paid  by  the 
Manager  to  the  money  manager;  (2)  shall 
continue  in  effect  for  two  years  only  so 
long  as  such  continuance  is  specifically 
approved  at  least  annually  by  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  Applicant  at  the  times 
and  in  the  manner  required  by  the  Act 
and  rules  thereunder,  (3)  may  be 
terminated  at  any  time,  without  the 
payment  of  any  penalty,  by  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  Applicant  on  not  more 
than  sixty  days’  written  notice  to  the 
money  manager;  and  (4)  will  terminate 
automatically  in  the  event  of  its 
assignment. 

Applicant  seeks  an  order  of  the 
Com^ssion  exempting  Applicant  from 
provisions  of  the  Act  requiring 
shareholder  approval  of  the  Portfolio 
Management  Contracts  with  the  money 
managers.  Section  15(a]  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  18f-2  thereunder  provide,  in 
substance,  that  it  is  unlawful  for  any 
person  to  serve  as  an  investment 
adviser  to  one  of  the  Applicant’s  Funds 
except  pursuant  to  a  written  contract 
which  has  been  approved  by  a  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  outstanding  voting 
securities  of  the  Fund  for  which  the 
money  manager  will  serve.  Moreover, 
when  an  existing  advisory  contract  is 
materially  amended,  or  terminates  as  a 
result  of  an  assignment  as  defined  in 
Section  2(a)(4)  (ff  the  Act,  shareholders 
must  approve  the  amendment  or 
reinstatement  of  the  contract. 
Shareholders  of  the  Fimd  involved  must 
also  be  able  to  terminate  the  contract  at 
any  time. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  an 
exemption  in  this  regard.  Applicant 
states  that  it  is  a  distinctly  different 
investment  vehicle  fiom  the 


conventional  investment  company  or 
investment  company  complex,  and  that 
the  reasons  for  &e  shareholder  approval 
requirements  are  not  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  Applicant’s  shareholders. 
Applicant  asserts  that  the  investor  in  a 
conventional  investment  company 
specifically  undertakes  to  evaluate  and 
select  the  investment  adviser  which  will 
manage  its  assets.  Applicant  submits 
that  the  investor  in  the  Applicant  has 
clearly  chosen  to  have  the  Mcmager  and 
the  Applicant  undertake  the 
responsibility  to  evaluate  and  select 
money  managers,  thereby  relieving  the 
investor  of  this  responsibility.  Applicant 
states  that  the  primary  reason  for  an 
investor’s  determination  to  invest  in  the 
Applicant  is  to  obtain  the  Manager’s 
expertise  in  selecting  money  managers, 
and  is  based  upon  the  investor’s 
determination  that  it  is  unable,  or  at 
least  unwilling,  to  make  the  selection  of 
the  best  possible  money  managers. 
Applicant  also  states  that  its 
shareholders  are  independent  of,  and 
not  dependent  upon.  Applicant’s  money 
managers  imder  its  organizational 
structure  and  proposed  method  of 
operation.  Applicant  further  asserts  that 
the  relationship  over  which  Applicant’s 
shareholders  should  and  will  be  able  to 
exercise  control  is  the  relationship  with 
the  Manager,  the  entity  to  which  the 
investors,  by  their  choice,  are  looking 
for  investment  results  and  related 
services.  Applicant  further  submits  that 
by  choosing  to  invest  in  this  type  of 
vehicle,  investors  are  not  seeking  any 
relationship  with  the  money  managers 
and  are.  in  substance,  indifferent 
concerning  the  identity  of  the  specific 
money  managers.  The  investors’  interest 
is  in  the  Manager’s  expertise  in  selecting 
and  terminating  where  necessary  the 
money  managers,  and  in  the  investment 
results  achieved  by  those  managers — 
whoever  they  might  be. 

Applicant  also  states  that  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  events  Applicant  ' 
would  hold  only  an  annual  shareholders 
meeting,  thus  incurring  but  once  the 
expenses  of  preparing,  filing  with  the 
Commission,  printing,  mailing,  and 
tabulating  proxy  material.  If,  for  any 
reason,  it  became  necessary  to  employ 
an  additional  manager'or  enter  into  a 
new  contract,  the  Applicant  and 
particular  Fund  would  be  forced  to  incur 
additional  expenses  to  do  so  unless  the 
exemptive  relief  is  granted.  Applicant 
asserts  that  such  expenses  would 
provide  no  meaningful  benefit  or 
protection  to  Applicant’s  shareholders 
in  view  of  the  nature  of  Applicant’s 
operating  mode  and  investors’  reasons 
for  investing  through  the  Applicant. 
Applicant  further  asserts  that  there  are 
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potential  adverse  consequences  to  the 
Applicant  which  might  result  from  a 
time  delay  involved  in  seeking 
shareholder  approval,  and  contends  that 
the  best  interest  of  shareholders  are 
served  if  Applicant  can  immediately, 
subject  to  review  and  approval  by  its 
board  of  directors,  employ  a  new  money 
manager  or  enter  into  a  revised  contract 
Applicant  has  agreed  that  as  a  condition 
of  receiving  the  exemptive  relief 
requested,  Applicant  will  notify 
shareholders  as  promptly  as  is  practical 
under  the  specific  circumstances  of  any 
event  or  change  which  would,  but  for 
the  exemptions  requested  by  the 
application,  have  required  shareholder 
approval. 

Disclosure  Concerning  Fees  Paid  by  the 
Company  to  the  Money  Managers 

The  application  also  seeks  relief  from 
various  disclosure  provisions  under  the 
Act  and  Regulation  S-X  which  would 
require  the  Applicant  or  others  to 
disclose  the  advisory  fees  paid  by  the 
Manager  to  the  money  managers.  The 
provisions  from  which  Applicant  seeks 
exemptive  relief  in  this  respect  are  as 
follows.  Rule  20a-2[al(l]  and,  under 
certain  circumstances,  Rule  20a-2(b)(l) 
under  the  Act  would  require  such 
disclosures  in  Applicant’s  proxy 
statement.  Rule  20a-2(b)(4j  under  the 
Act  provides  that  any  registered 
investment  company  seeking 
shareholder  approval  of  its  advisory 
contract  must  include  in  its  proxy 
statement  the  rate  of  its  investment 
adviser's  compensation  from  any  other 
registered  investment  company.  Items 
13(a)(5)  and  (6)  and  Item  13(d)(3)  of  the 
Form  N-1  registration  statement  under 
the  Act  and  the  1933  Act  would  require 
the  disclosure  of  the  advisory  fee  paid 
by  the  Applicant.  Items  20(a),  (g)  and  (h) 
of  the  Form  N-lR  Annual  Report  under 
the  Act  requires  such  disclosure. 
Regulation  S-X  6-04(b)(2)(ii)(a),  (b)  and 
(c)  would  require  that  Applicant’s 
financial  statements  contain  information 
in  a  footnote  concerning  fees  paid  to  the 
money  managers. 

Applicant  states  that  each  investor  in 
the  Applicant  will  have  entered  into  an 
Asset  Management  Services  Agreement 
with  the  Manager  which  will  set  forth 
the  fee  to  be  paid  by  the  investor  to  the 
Manager.  This  fee  will  be  negotiated 
individually  with  each  client  and  will  be 
based  upon  the  specific  services  to  be 
provided  to  the  client,  as  well  as  the 
costs  and  expenses,  including  the  money 
managers’  compensation,  incurred  by 
the  Manager  in  managing  Applicant’s 
business.  Thus,  it  is  asserted  that  each 
client  will  know  its  total  expenses  and 
the  rate  of  fees  it  will  bear,  and  will  be 
able  to  determine  whether,  in  its 


judgment  the  cost  of  the  total  package 
of  services  offered  by  the  Manager  and 
the  Applicant  is  reasonable  in  relation 
to  the  services  and  costs  which  the 
investor  could  obtain  elsewhere. 

Applicant  also  states  that  at  least 
some  .money  managers  price  their 
services  based  upon  “posted”  fee  rates, 
and  that  at  least  some  of  them  may  be 
unwilling  to  serve  the  Applicant  and  the 
Manager  at  reduced  rates  if  the  fee 
reductions  are  publicly  disclosed. 
Applicant  states  that  in  some  instances 
the  Manager  will  be  able  to  negotiate 
fees  which  are  lower  than  the  money 
manager’s  posted  rates.  Applicant 
asserts  that  disclosure  of  the  fees  the 
Manager  will  pay  to  the  money 
managers  could  result  in  adverse 
consequences  to  Applicant’s 
shareholders,  because  an  increase  in 
cost  to  the  Manager  must  necessarily 
result  in  increased  charges  to  its 
consulting  clients,  the  shareholders  of 
the  Applicant.  Applicant  also  asserts 
that  disclosure  provides  no  meaningful 
comparative  information  to  investors 
since  the  rates  these  money  mcinagers 
would  charge  to  the  Applicant  are 
ordinarily  not  available  to  the  individual 
investor  in  the  Applicant. 

Other  Disclosures  Concerning  the 
Money  Managers 

Applicant  also  seeks  relief  fi'om 
certain  other  disclosures  which  are 
required  concerning  the  money 
managers.  These  provisions  are:  Rule 
20a-2(a)(8)  under  the  Act,  which  would 
require  proxy  disclosure  of  transactions 
by,  among  other  persons,  the  principal 
executive  officer,  any  director  or  general 
partner,  or  any  parent  of  any  money 
manager  in  securities  issued  by  the 
money  manager  or  its  parent;  and.  Rule 
20a-2(a)(9)  under  the  Act,  which 
provides,  in  substance,  that  a  balance 
sheet  of  the  adviser  must  be  included  in 
the  investment  company’s  proxy 
statement,  unless  the  adviser  is  a  bank. 

Applicant  asserts  that  it  will  initially 
employ  twenty-five  money  managers 
and  that  as  its  assets  grow  to  significant 
levels  it  is  anticipated  that  additional 
money  managers  may  be  employed. 
Applicant  represents  that  no  director, 
officer,  or  employee  of  the  Appliceuit  or 
the  Manager  has  or  will  have  any  direct 
or  indirect  beneficial  interest  in  any 
security  issued  by  a  money  manager  or 
a  controlling  person  of  a  money 
manager  or  stands  to  profit  or  benefit  in 
any  manner  fi'om  transactions  in  the 
money  managers’  securities.  Applicant 
contends  that  disclosures  required  by 
Rule  20a-2(a)(8)  concerning  transactions 
in  securities  of  its  managers  who  aie 
unrelated  in  any  manner  to  Applicant  or 
the  Manager  o^er  than  as  portfolio 


managers  does  not  provide  necessary  or 
meaningful  investor  information  or 
protection.  Applicant  further  states  that 
making  the  inquiries  of  each  money 
manager  dnd  gathering  and  assembling 
the  information  required  to  respond  to 
such  a  requirement  would  impose 
substantial  administrative  bunlens  and 
expenses  upon  the  Applicant  emd  the 
Manager  without  providing  a  meaningful 
corresponding  benefit  to  Applicant’s 
shareholders. 

Applicant  also  contends  that  the 
inclusion  of  balance  sheets  of  the  money 
managers  in  Applicant’s  proxy 
statements,  to  the  extent  required  by 
Rule  20a-2(a)(9).  is  uimecessary  in  view 
of  the  structure  of  the  Applicant.  The 
application  maintains  that  unlike  the 
conventional  investment  company 
which  is  dependent  upon  its  investment 
adviser  not  only  for  portfolio 
management  services  but  also  for  the 
day-to-day  operations  of  the  company, 
Applicant  is  not  dependent  upon  its 
money  managers  for  any  of  its  ongoing 
corporate  or  administrative 
requirements.  Under  these 
circumstances.  Applicant  asserts  that 
the  inclusion  of  the  money  managers’ 
balance  sheets  has  limited  if  any 
relevance  to  Applicant’s  shareholders. 
Applicant  further  asserts  that  obtaining 
balance  sheets  fiom  numerous  money 
managers  will  impose  significant 
administrative  burdens  and  expenses 
upon  Applicant,  and  that  the  printing 
and  mailing  costs  of  the  balance  sheet 
and  notes  could  easily  double  or  triple 
the  costs  of  printing  and  mailing  the 
proxy  statement.  Applicant  submits  that 
satisfying  this  requirement  may  also 
impose  significant  burdens  and 
expenses  upon  the  money  managers 
because  in  most  instances  a  revised  set 
of  updated  notes  related  solely  to  the 
balance  sheet  of  the  money  manager 
must  be  prepared  by  the  money 
manager’s  accountants  and  certified  by 
the  accountants  in  order  to  be  included 
in  Applicant’s  proxy  statement. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
October  13, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  application 
accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  the  Applicant  at  the  address 
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stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney- 
at-law,  by  certfficate]  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act. 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fltzsinunons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27868  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  ami 

BILUNQ  CODE  M10-01-H 

[Release  Na  34-18104;  File  No.  SR-NSCC- 
81-13] 

National  Securities  Clearing  Corp.; 
Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self- 
Regulatory  Organizations 

In  the  matter  or  proposed  rule  change 
relating  to  requiring  additional  mark-to- 
the-market  payments  from  Members 
with  concentrated  Long  or  Short  CNS 
Positions  in  high  risk  and/or  volatile 
securities;  comments  requested  on  or 
before  October  16, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(l]  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  September  14, 1981,  the  National 
Securities  Clearing  Corporation  filed 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  the  proposed  rule  change 
as  described  in  Items  I,  U,  and  III  below, 
which  Items  have  been  prepared  by 
National  Securities  Clearing 
Corporation.  The  Commission  is 
publishing  this  notice  to  solicit 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule  change 
from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

B.  Additional  Mark-to-the-Markel 
Payments  Pursuant  ta  Rule  11,  Section  ft 
the  Corporation  has  the  authority  to 
require  an  additional  mark-to-the- 
market  payment  ("additional  mark  ’’) 
from  Members  in  view  of  price 
fluctuations  in  or  volatility  or  lack  of 
liquidity  of  any  security.  Without 
limiting  the  generality  of  such  authority, 
the  following  formulas  may  be  used  to 
determine  additional  mark  requirements 
for  Members  maintaining  positions  in 


"high  risk"  and/or  "volatile" securities 
as  those  terms  are  herein  defined. 

1.  High  Risk  Securities.  High  risk 
securities  are  thase  securities  wherein 
the  spread  between  the  bid  and  ask 
prices  is  equal  to  or  greater  than  twenty 
percent  af  the  current  market  price  of 
the  security.  An  additional  mark  shall 
be  applied  against  CNS  positions  in 
these  securities  when  the  value  of  the 
individual  CNS  position  in  such  security 
is  equal  to  or  greater  than  ten  percent  of 
the  total  value  of  all  CNS  positions  of 
the  Member  (i.e.  a  concentration  of  ten 
percent  or  more).  The  additional  mark 
shall  be  equal  to  the  percent  of 
concentration  adjusted  by  a  factor, 
determined  by  multiplying  the 
percentage  of  risk  (i.e.  twenty  percent  or 
more)  by  five,  plus  an  additional  ten 
percent  of  the  total,  multiplied  by  the 
value  of  the  CNS  position.  In  effect,  the 
high  risk  additional  mark  equals: 
[(Percentage  of  Concentration) 

market  price  ) 

10%lxPosition  Value 

2.  Volatile  Securities.  Volatile 
securities  are  those  securities  wherein 
there  is  a  one  day  price  change  of  at 
least  ten  percent  and  such  price  change 
adversely  affects  the  value  of  the 
position  by  at  least  $15,000.  An 
additional  mark  shall  be  applied  against 
CNS  positions  in  those  securities  when 
the  value  of  the  individual  CNS  position 
in  such  security  is  equal  to  or  greater 
than  ten  percent  of  the  total  value  of  all 
CNS  positions  of  the  Member  (i.e.  a 
concentration  of  ten  percent  or  more). 
The  additional  mark  shall  be  equal  to 
the  percent  of  concentration  adjusted  by 
a  factor  (as  defined  below)  and 
multiplied  by  the  value  of  the  CNS 
position.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
formula,  the  factor  shall  be  calculated 
as  follows: 

A  price  movement  often  to  nineteen 
percent  of  the  previous  day’s  current 
market  price  shall  equal  a  factor  of  1. 
Each  additional  ten  percent  price 
movement  shall  increase  the  factor  by 
0.5.  The  factor,  however,  shall  not 
exceed  10.  In  effect,  a  change  of  47% 
would  result  in  a  factor  of  2.5  while  a 
change  of  150%  would  result  in  a  factor 
of  8. 

In  effect,  the  volatile  security 
additional  mark  equals: 

((Percentage  of  Concentralion)(Faclor)Jx 
Position  Value 

The  additional  mark  shall  be 
collected  through  the  settlement  system 
and  added  to  the  Member's  clearing 
fund  contribution.  Adjustments  to  the 
additional  mark  shall  be  made  daily 


with  the  excess,  if  any,  returned  through 
the  settlement  system. 

To  the  extent  that  the  Member's 
clearing  fund  contribution  exceeds  its 
requirements,  the  Corporation,  in  its 
discretion,  may  waive  part  or  all  of  the 
additional  mark  provided  for  in  this 
Procedure. 

II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  tiie  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission, 
National  Securities  Clearing 
Corporation  (“NSCC”)  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change. 
The  text  of  these  statements  may  be 
examined  at  the  places  specibed  in  Item 
IV  below.  NSCC  has  prepared 
summaries,  set  forth  in  sections  (A),  (B) 
and  (C)  below,  of  the  most  significant 
aspects  of  such  statements. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization 's 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  protect  NSCC,  its  Members 
and  their  clearing  fund  contributions  by 
mitigating  or  limiting  the  exposure 
incurred  by  NSCC  as  a  result  of  its 
guaranteeing  open  CNS  positions  in 
securities  deemed  high  risk  and/or 
volatile.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  consistent  with  Section  17A  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  in  that  it  provides  an 
additional  clearing  fund  contribution 
protecting  against  the  greater  market 
risks  attached  to  high  risk  and  volatile 
securities. 

(b)  Self-Regulatory  organization 's 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

NSCC  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  will  have  an 
impact  on  competition. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  have  been  requested  by 
Important  Notice  dated  September  11, 
1981,  sent  to  all  NSCC  Participants.  Any 
comments  received  will  be  forwarded  to 
the  Commission. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  ’Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
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subparagraph  (e)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Rule  19b-4.  At  any  time 
within  60  days  of  the  filing  of  such 
proposed  rule  change,  the  Commission 
may  summarily  abrogate  such  rule 
change  if  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that  such  action  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Conunission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above 
mentioned  self/regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  October  16, 
1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulations,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  September  21, 1981. 

George  A  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  S1-Z7S70  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

MIXING  CODE  MIIO-Ot-M 


[ReL  No.  11943;  812-4547] 

Nuveen  Municipal  Bond  Fund,  Inc.,  et 
al4  Filing  of  Application 

September  21, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Nuveen 
Municipal  Bond  Fund,  Inc.,  115  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603, 
Nuveen  Income  Fund,  209  South  LaSalle 
-  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604,  Series  1  and 
subsequent  series,  Nuveen  Tax-Exempt 
Bond  Fund,  Series  1  and  Subsequent 
series,  Nuveen  Tax-Exempt  Bond 
Fund — ^Multi-State,  Series  1  and 
subsequent  series,  and  Nuveen  Tax- 
Exempt  Bond  Fund — ^Medium  Term, 


Series  1  and  subsequent  series  ("Old 
Nuveen  Funds’’},  and  Nuveen  Tax- 
Exempt  Bond  Fund — ShortTerm,  Series  1 
and  subsequent  series,  and  Nuveen  Tax- 
Exempt  Bond  Fund — ^Multi  Maturity 
Fund  A  and  subsequent  series  (“New 
Nuveen  Funds”),  and  John  Nuveen  &  Co. 
Incorporated  ("Nuveen’’)  (hereinafter 
referred  to  collectivdy  as  the 
"Applicants"),  filed  an  application  on  * 
August  6, 1981,  and  an  amendment 
thereto  on  August  24, 1981,  for  an  order 
of  the  Commission  amending  an  earlier 
order  of  the  Commission  dated 
November  26. 1979  (Investment 
Company  Act  Release  No.  10952).  The 
earlier  order  pursuant  to  Section  6(c]  of 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(the  "Act”)  exempted  the  Old  Nuveen 
Fimds  and  Nuveen  from  the  provisions 
of  Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  22d> 
1  thereunder  to  permit  sales  of  such 
Nuveen  Funds’  securities  at  their  current 
net  asset  value  without  a  sales  charge  to 
Nuveen  Affiliated  Employees,  as 
defined  below,  who  are  participants  in  a 
non-tax  qualified  employee  benefit  plan. 

The  requested  amended  order  would 
extend  the  Commission’s  earlier  order  to 
include  within  the  terms  thereof  the 
New  Nuveen  Funds  and  any  other  series 
of  registered  unit  investment  trusts 
sponsored  by  Nuveen  in  the  future.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
apphcation  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Nuveen  Municipal  Bond  Fund,  Inc.,  is 
registered  under  ffie  Act  as  a  diversified, 
open-end,  management  investment 
company  and  is  organized  as  a 
corporation  under  Maryland  law. 
Nuveen  Municipal  Bond  Fund,  Inc.  is 
currently  engaged  in  continuous  public 
offerings  of  its  shares  through  Nuveen, 
as  principal  underwriter,  at  public 
offering  prices  equal  to  net  asset  value 
without  any  sales  charge. 

Nuveen  Tax-Exempt  Bond  Fimd, 
Series  1  and  subsequent  series,  Nuveen 
Tax-Exempt  Bond  Fund — ^Mult-State, 
Series  1  and  subsequent  series,  Nuveen 
Tax-Exempt  Bond  Fund — ^Medium  Term, 
Series  1  and  subsequent  series,  Nuveen 
Income  Fund,  Series  1  and  subsequent 
series,  Nuveen  Tax-Exempt  Bond 
Fund — Short  Term,  Series  1  and 
subsequent  series,  and  Nuveen  Tax- 
Exempt  Bond  Fund — ^Multi-Maturity 
Fund  A  and  subsequent  series,  are  each 
a  series  of  unit  investment  trusts  issuing 
redeemable  securities  created  by 
Nuveen  as  sponsor,  all  of  which  are 
similar  but  each  of  which  is  separate 
and  is  designated  by  a  different  series 
letter  or  number.  Each  series  of  such 
unit  investment  trusts  is  created  under 


the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York 
pursuant  to  a  Trust  Indenture  and 
Agreement  between  Nuveen  and  United 
States  Trust  Company  of  New  York. 
Nuveen  acts  as  principal  underwriter  of 
each  series  of  the  unit  investment  trusts 
at  public  offering  prices  based  on  a  pro 
rata  share  of  the  offering  side  prices  of 
the  bonds  in  the  portfolio  of  a  series 
during  the  initial  offering  period  and  a 
pro  rata  share  of  the  bid  side  prices  of 
the  bonds  in  the  portfolio  of  a  series  for 
secondary  market  purposes  plus  a  sales 
charge. 

Nuveen,  a  Delaware  corporation,  is 
the  parent  and  sole  stockholder  of 
Nuveen  Advisory  Corporation,  which 
serves  as  investment  manager  for 
Nuveen  Municipal  Bond  Fund,  Inc.,  and 
Nuveen  Tax-Exempt  Money  Market 
Fund,  Inc.  ("Nuveen  Open-End  Funds”) 
and  Nuveen  Government  Securities, 

Inc.,  a  dealer  in  securities  issued  by  the 
United  States  and/or  agencies  therof 
("hereinafter  Nuveen  and  its  current  or 
future  subsidiaries  are  referred  to  as  the 
Nuveen  Companies”).  As  of  August  31,' 
1981,  the  full  time  employees  of  the 
Nuveen  Companies  totalled 
approximately  337  (hereinafter 
employees  of  the  Nuveen  Companies  are 
referred  to  as  “Nuveen  Affiliated 
Employees”). 

The  Commission’s  order  of  November 
26, 1979,  permits  sales  of  shares  of  the 
Nuveen  Municipal  Bond  Fund  and  units 
of  all  Nuveen  unit  investment  trust 
series  in  existence  at  the  time  the  order 
was  entered  (i.e.  the  Old  Nuveen  Funds) 
to  be  sold  at  their  current  net  asset 
value  without  a  sales  charge  to  Nuveen 
Affiliated  Employees  pursuant  to  a  non¬ 
tax  qualified  employee  benefit  plan.  On 
May  8, 1981,  Nuveen  amended  its  Form 
N-8B-2  filed  with  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  the  Nuveen  Tax-Exempt  Bond 
Fund — ^Medium  Term  to  allow  the 
offering  thereunder  of  a  series  of  unit 
investment  trusts  entitled  the  Nuveen 
Tax-Exempt  Bond  Fund — Multi- 
Maturity,  each  series  of  which  includes 
two  separate  trusts:  a  short  term  (2-5 
year  bond  maturities)  trust  and  a 
medium  term  (5-15  year  bond 
maturities)  trust.  The  Nuveen  Tax- 
Exempt  Bond  Fund — ^Multi-Maturity 
Fund  A  was  deposited  and  its 
registration  statement  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  was  declared 
effective  by  the  Commission  May  29, 
1981,  pursuant  to  this  amended  Form  N- 
8B-2.  The  amended  Form  N-8B-2 
continues  to  permit  offering  of  Medium 
Term  Trusts  only,  under  the  name 
“Nuveen  Tax-Exempt  Bond  Fund — 
Medium  Term”,  as  before.  Furthermore, 
on  May  29, 1981,  Nuveen  filed  with  the 
Commission  a  new  Form  N-8B-2  in 
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respect  of  a  series  of  unit  investment 
trusts  to  be  knovra  as  the  Nuveen  Tax- 
Exempt  Bond  Fund — Short  Term.  No 
such  fund  has  yet  been  deposited,  but, 
depending  on  market  conditions,  such 
deposit  may  be  made  in  the  near  future 
and  its  units  thereafter  offered  to  the 
public. 

According  to  the  application  for  an 
amended  order  the  Nuveen  Companies 
currently  permit  Nuveen  Affiliated 
Employees  pursuant  to  a  non-tax 
qualified  employee  beneht  plan  (the 
“Plan”)  to  purchase  shares  of  the 
Nuveen  Open-End  Funds  by  payroll 
deduction  in  the  amount  of  $25  or  more 
for  each  Investment,  and  are  considering 
permitting  such  purchases  through 
automatic,  periodic  bank  checking 
account  withdrawal  plans  in  the  amount 
of  $25  or  more  for  each  investment 
Distributions  on  shares  of  either  of  the 
Nuveen  Open-End  Funds  acquired  under 
the  Plan  are  reinvested  at  net  asset 
value  in  shares  of  such  Nuveen  Fund. 

Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order  of 
November  26, 1979,  Nuveen  Affiliated 
Employees  are  also  permitted  to 
purchase  Units  of  any  series  of  the  Old 
Nuveen  Fimds  being  offered  in  either  the 
primary  or  secondary  market  at  their 
current  net  asset  value  without  a'  sales 
charge.  Any  such  purchases,  however, 
must  meet  the  minimum  account  size 
requirements  of  the  Old  Nuveen  Fund 
sought  to  be  purchased,  i.e.,  $5,000  or  50 
Units,  whichever  is  less  (except  for 
purchases  of  Nuveen  income  Fund,  with 
respect  to  which  the  minimum  purchase 
is  $1,000  or  10  Units,  whichever  is  less). 
Participants  agree  not  to  resell  either 
Nuveen  0]|)en-End  Fund  shares  or  Old 
Nuveen  Fund  units  acquired  through 
their  participation  in  the  Plan  except  by 
repurchase  or  redemption  by  or  for  the 
account  of  the  appropriate  Nuveen 
Fund. 

Applicants  state  that  no  individual 
nor  in-person  group  sales  solicitations  or 
presentations  concerning  the  Plan  are 
made.  All  Nuveen  AfHliated  Employees 
receive  peridically  (at  least  annually) 
notice  from  their  employers  concerning 
the  Plan.  This  notice,  furnished  at  the 
expense  of  such  employers,  describes 
the  Nuveen  Funds  and  their  investment 
objectives,  indicates  that  investments  in 
the  Plan  will  be  at  net  asset  value  and 
details  the  payroll  deduction  and  other 
ways  in  which  investments  can  be 
made.  The  notice  also  indicates  that 
additional  information  concerning  the 
Plan  and  the  Nuveen  Funds  can  be 
obtained  from  Nuveen  and  informs 
employees  of  the  availability  of 
prospectuses  of  the  Nuveen  Funds  from 
their  employers. 

Applicants  submit  that  the  I^an  as 
permitted  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 


order  of  November  26, 1979,  provides  for 
the  elimination  of  sales  charges  on  the 
sale  of  units  to  participating  Nuveen 
Affiliated  Employees  based  upon  the 
rationale  that  employment  by  the 
Nuveen  Companies  has  been  selected 
by  the  Nuveen  Funds  as  a  criterion 
relating  to  the  realization  of  economies 
of  scale  in  sales  effort  and  sales  related 
expense.  Applicants  further  submit  that 
featiues  of  the  Plan  which  give  rise  to 
economies  of  scale  in  sales  effort  and 
sales-related  expenses  are  as  follows:  (i) 
there  is  no  personal  solicitation  of 
participants  by  Nuveen,  Nuveen’s 
representatives  or  other  broker-dealers; 
(ii)  all  eligible  employees  purchasing 
shares  of  the  Nuveen  Open-End  Funds 
through  payroll  deduction  have  shares 
purchased  for  their  accounts  at  each 
payroll  date  with  payment  for  such 
shares  being  made  by  a  single  check  for 
each  Nuveen  Fund;  and  (iii)  all  eligible 
employees  receive  at  least  annually,  at 
the  expense  of  their  employers,  notice  of 
the  availability  of  the  Plan. 

Applicants  state  that  sales  to  Nuveen 
Affiliated  Employees  under  the  Plan 
result  in  substantial  economies  in  sales 
effort  and  sales-related  expense. 
According  to  Applicants,  employees  of 
the  Nuveen  Companies  have  a  basic 
understanding  of  the  nature  of  an 
investment  in  an  investment  company 
as  v/ell  as  general  familiarity  with,  and 
a  significant  degree  of  loyalty  to,  the 
Nuveen  Funds.  Applicants  further 
submit  that  amendment  of  the 
Commission  order  of  November  26, 1979, 
to  permit  Nuveen  Affiliated  Employees 
to  purchase  at  net  asset  value  without  a 
sales  charge  units  of  the  New  Nuveen 
Funds  and  any  other  series  of  registered 
unti  investment  trusts  sponsored  by 
Nuveen  in  the  future,  in  addition  to 
shares  of  the  Nuveen  Open-End  Funds 
and  units  of  the  Old  Nuveen  Funds,  on 
the  same  basis  as  purchases  under  the 
Plan  are  currently  being  effected  is 
consistent  with  the  rationale  and  the 
purposes  which  underlie  the  earlier 
order.  In  light  of  the  above.  Applicants 
request  that  an  order  be  entered, 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act, 
amending  the  Commission’s  earlier 
order  exempting  Applicants  from  the 
provisions  of  Section  22(d)  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  22d-l  thereunder  to  include 
within  the  terms  thereof  the  New 
Nuveen  Funds  and  any  other  series  of 
registered  unit  investment  trusts 
sponsored  by  Nuveen  in  the  future. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  no  registered 
investment  company  shall  sell  any 
redeemable  security  issued  by  it  to  any 
person  except  at  a  current  public 
offering  price  described  in  the 


prospectus,  and  if  such  class  of  security 
is  being  ciurently  offered  to  the  public 
by  or  through  an  underwriter,  no 
principal  underwriter  of  such  security 
and  no  dealer  shall  sell  any  such 
security  to  any  person  except  at  a 
current  public  offering  price  described  in 
the  prospectus.  Rule  22d-l  permits 
reductions  in,  or  elimination,  of  the  sales 
load  charged  upon  the  sale  of  shares 
under  certain  circumstances.  Applicants 
submit  that  the  sale  of  Nuveen  Fund 
shares  to  Nuveen  Affiliated  Employees 
at  net  asset  value  under  the  Plan  may 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  Section 
22(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  22d-l 
thereunder. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  the  Commission,  by 
order  upon  application,  may 
conditionally  or  unconditionally  exempt 
any  person,  security  or  transaction,  or 
any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities  or  transactions,  fixim  any 
provision  of  the  Act  or  of  any  rule  under 
the  Act  if  and  to  the  extent  such 
exemption  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  and  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  investors  and  the 
purposes  fairly  intended  by  the  policy 
and  provisions  of  the  Act 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
October  16, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Conunission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  application 
accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  interest  the  reasons  for 
such  request  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  shall  order  a  heming 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicants  at  the  addresses 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attomey-at- 
law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  will  be  issued  as  of  course 
following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission's 
own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a 
hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 
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For  the  Conunission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Ooc.  61-27866  rded  9-24.«l:  ft45  am] 

BILUNC  CODE  SOIO-OI-M 


(Release  No.  34-18103;  File  No.  SR-PSE- 
81-14] 

Pacific  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.; 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self- 
Regulatory  Organization 

In  the  matter  of  proposed  rule  change  ' 
by  the  Pacific  Stodc  Exchange 
Incorporated  relating  to  reduced  Equity 
trading  hours.  Comments  requested  on 
or  before  October  16, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l).  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  September  10,  the  Pacific  Stock 
Exchange  Incorporated  filed  with  the 
Securities  and  (^change  Commission 
the  proposed  rule  change  as  described 
in  Items  I,  n,  and  III  below,  which  Items 
have  been  prepared  by  the  self- 
regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

At  its  meeting  on  august  27. 1981,  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Pacific  Stock 
Exchange  Incorporated  (“PSE")  voted  to 
reduce  Equity  trading  hours  on  the 
Exchange.  Elective  September  14, 1981, 
trading  hours  on  the  PSE  shall  be  from 
7:00  a.m.  to  1:30  p.m..  Pacific  Time.  The 
proposed  change  will  reduce  the  hours 
during  which  the  Exchange  is  open  for 
the  transaction  of  business  by  one  hour. 

II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the~ 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  i^e  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  IV  below. 

The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
Sections  (A),  (B).  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 


(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Aiipose  of  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

The  Board  of  (Governors  reached  its 
decision  to  reduce  trading  hours  as  the 
result  of  a  survey  of  its  member  firms 
and  an  analysis  of  trading  volume 
between  1:00  p.m.  and  2:30  p.m..  Pacific 
Time.  These  studies  indicated  that,  at 
the  present  time,  there  is  not  sufficient 
volume  to  economically  justify  the  last 
hour  of  trading.  The  studies  did  show, 
however,  that  there  was  strong  interest 
in  the  period  between  1:00  p.m.  and  1:30 
p.m..  Pacific  Time. 

The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Exchcmge  Act  of  1934  in 
general,  and  Section  6(b)(S),  in 
particular,  in  that  it  will  foster 
cooperation  and  coordination  with 
persons  engaged  in  settling  and 
processing  information  with  respect  to 
transactions  in  securities  by  providing 
additional  time  to  process  same-day 
corrections,  reducing  “as  of’  trade 
corrections. 

(B)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

The  proposed  rule  change  will  not 
impose  any  burden  on  competition. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organiaation ’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

Written  comments  were  solicited  from 
various  member  firms  on  the  proposed 
rule  change.  The  firms  surveyed 
overwhelminly  supported  the  proposed 
1:30  p.m.  closing. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Uming  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
subparagraph  (e)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Rule  19b-4.  At  any  time 
within  60  days  of  the  filing  of  such 
proposed  rule  change,  the  Commission 
may  summarily  abrogate  such  rule 
change  if  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that  such  action  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  die  public  interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and 
argiunents  concerning  die  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 


Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  firom  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned.  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  October  16, 
1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  September  18, 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27S71  Tiled  S-24-81: 8:4;  am] 

,  BILLING  CODE  SOKMIt-M 


[Release  No.  18110;  (SR-CBOE-81-19)] 

Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 

Inc.;  Filing  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 
and  Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

September  21, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l)  (“Act”),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  September  14, 1981,  the 
Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 
Incorporated  (“CBOE"),  LaSalle  at 
Jackson,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606,  filed 
with  the  Commission  copies  of  a 
proposed  rule  change  to  establish  an 
Interest  Rate  Options  Committee  and  to 
specify  the  procedures  for  recording 
interest  rate  options  transaction 
information. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  submission  on 
or  before  October  16, 1981.  Persons 
desiring  to  make  written  comments 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Reference  should  be  made  to  File  No. 
SR-CBOE-81-19. 

Copies  of  the  submission,  all 
subsequent  amendments,  all  written 
statements  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
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rule  change  which  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  all  written 
ccanmunications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  which 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Commission  fiinds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  national  securities 
exchanges,  and  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  Section  6  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder. 

The  Commission  finds  good  cause  for 
approving  the  proposed  rule  change 
prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  notice  of  filing  thereof,  in 
that  the  proposed  changes  are 
concerned  solely  with  Ae 
administration  of  the  exchange,  and 
accordingly  prior  notice  is  unnecessary. 
In  addition,  the  CBOE  has  indicated  that 
it  intends  to  start  up  trading  in  interest 
rate  options  (options  on  Government 
National  Mortgage  Association  modified 
pass-through  certificates)  on  October  30, 
1981,  and  approval  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  on  an  accelerated  basis  will  give 
CBOE  the  maximum  possible  time  to 
prepare  for  the  conunencement  of 
trading. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  referenced  above, 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-27957  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 

[Release  No.  34-18107;  File  No.  SR- 
NESDTC-81-31 

New  England  Securities  Depository 
Trust  Co.;  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  September  18, 1981,  the  New 
England  Securities  Depository  Trust 
Company  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  the  proposed 
change  as  described  in  Items  I.  n,  and  III 
below,  which  Items  have  been  prepared 
by  the  self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 


I.  Self-Regulatory  Orgamzation’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

On  May  5, 1981,  approval  was  granted 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  to  allow  the  New  England 
Securities  Depository  Trust  Company  to 
impose  a  temporary  15%  increase  on  all 
Depository  billings  to  participants 
effective  for  the  period  May  1, 1981 
through  September  30, 1981.  It  is 
proposed  to  extend  this  temporary  15% 
increase  for  the  period  October  1 
through  December  31, 1981. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  tiie  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  mle  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  set  forth  in  Item  IV  below. 
The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
Sections  (A),  (B)  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and  Basis 
for,  the  Proposed  Rule  Change. 

(a)  The  15%  increase  on  all  Depository 
billings  to  participants  was  previously 
approved  for  the  period  May  1  through 
September  30, 1981.  This  increase  was 
necessitated  by  increased  costs  in 
communications,  data  processing, 
leasehold  and  personnel  expenses.  It 
was  expected,  at  that  time,  that  a 
detailed  study  of  all  income  and 
expenses  of  the  Depository  would  be 
completed  by  September  30, 1981.  The 
Committee  appointed  to  conduct  the 
study  has  not  been  able  to  complete  its 
recommendations  so  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Depository  voted  to 
extend  the  15%  increase  for  the  period 
October  1  through  December  31, 1981. 

(b)  The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Secmities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applying  to  the  New  England  Securities 
Depository  Trust  Company  because  it 
represents  an  equitable  allocation  of 
reasonable  fees  and  other  charges 
among  its  participants.  It  would  also 
insure  prompt  and  accurate  clearance 
and  settlement  of  security  transactions 
and  fosters  cooperation  and 
coordination  among  others  engaged  in 
the  clearance  and  settlement  of  security 
transactions  by  making  the  Depository 
more  competitive. 


(B)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition. 

No  burden  on  competition  is 
perceived  by  adoption  of  the  proposed 
rule  change. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  From 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received. 

in.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  liming  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)(A) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

At  any  time  within  60  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

rV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
argiunents  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchemge 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the- 
submssion,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  change  that  are  filed  with 
the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
change  between  the  Commission  and 
any  person,  other  than  those  that  may 
be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
shoiild  refer  to  the  file  number  in  the 
caption  above  and  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  October  16, 1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Maiket  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  September  21, 1981. 

George  A  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27958  Piled  9-24-81: 8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Fiscal  Service 

{Dept.  Circ.  570, 1961  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  6] 

Financial  Indemnity  Co;  Surety 
Companies  Acceptable  on  Federal 
Bonds:  Termination  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
certificate  of  authority  issued  by  the 
Treasury  to  Financial  Indemnity 
Company,  Burbank,  California,  under 
Sections  6  to  13  of  Title  6  of  the  United 
States  Code,  to  qualify  as  an  acceptable 
surety  on  federal  bonds  is  hereby 
terminated,  effective  today. 

The  company  was  last  listed  as  an 
acceptable  surety  on  federal  bonds  at  46 
FR  33966,  June  30, 1981. 

With  respect  to  any  bonds  currently  in 
force  with  Financial  Indemnity 
Company,  bond-approving  officers  of 
the  Government  may  let  such  bonds  run 
to  expiration  and  need  not  secure  new 
bonds.  However,  no  new  bonds  should 
be  accepted  from  the  company. 

Questions  concerning  this  notice  may 
be  directed  to  the  Audit  Staff,  Bureau  of 
Government  Financial  Operations, 


Department  of  the  Treasury. 
Washington.  D.C.  20226,  telephone  202- 
834-5010. 

Dated:  September  15, 1981. 

W.  E.  Douglas, 

Commissioner,  Bureau  Government 
Financial  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  81-27855  Filed  9-24-81;  ft45  am) 

SILLING  CODE  4810-35-M 


[Dept.  Circ.  570, 1981  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  7] 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on 

Federal  Bonds 

% 

A  certificate  of  authority  as  an 
acceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  is 
hereby  issued  to  the  following  company 
under  Sections  6  to  13  of  Title  6  of  the 
United  States  Code.  An  underwriting 
limitation  of  $300,000  has  been 
established  for  the  company. 

Name  of  Company 
Acceptance  Insurance  Company 
Business  Address 

One  First  National  Center,  Suite  1323, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68102 


State  of  Incorporation 
Nebraska 

Certificates  of  authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  renewed  prior 
to  that  date  or  sooner  revoked.  The 
certificates  are  subject  to  subsequent 
annual  renewal  so  long  as  the 
companies  remain  qualified  (31  CFR 
Part  223).  A  list  of  qualified  companies 
is  published  annually  as  of  July  1  in 
Department  Circular  570,  with  details  as 
to  underwriting  limitation,  areas  in 
which  licensed  to  transact  surety 
business  and  other  information.  Federal 
bond-approving  officers  should  annotate 
their  reference  copies  of  Treasury 
Circular  570, 1981  Revision,  at  page 
33962  to  reflect  this  addition.  Copies  of 
the  circular,  when  issued,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Audit  Staff,  Bureau  of 
Government  Financial  Operations, 
Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

Dated:  September  15, 1981. 

W.  E.  Douglas, 

Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Government 
Financial  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  81-27658  Filed  9-24-81;  8:45  am) 
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1 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
September  24, 1981. 

LOCATION:  Third  floor  hearing  room, 

1111 18th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  1.  Briefing 
on  Projectile  Toys: 

The  stafl  will  brief  the  Commission  on 
several  alternatives  for  possible  regulatory 
activities  to  address  potential  injuries 
associated  with  projectile  toys.  Several  of  the 
alternatives  arise  from  petitions  from  the 
Western  Massachusetts  Public  Interest  Group 
(HP  74-5),  Kenneth  Jacoby  (HP  75-21),  and 
Action  for  Children’s  Television  (HP  79-1), 
seeking  mandatory  safety  standards.  The 
Commission  previously  deferred  action  on 
the  petitions  pending  completion  and  staff 
review  of  a  study  by  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards.  The  Commission  has  scheduled 
consideration  of  this  matter  at  its  October  1 
meeting. 

2.  Briefing  on  Methylene  Chloride: 

The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on 
recommendations  of  CPSC's  Toxicological 
Advisory  Board  (TAB)  concerning 
Commission  action  on  products  containing 
methylene  chloride.  In  1978,  the  Commission 
granted  a  petition  requesting  special  labeling 
warning  smokers  and  heart  patients  of  an 
increased  carbon  monoxide  hazard 
associated  wjth  paint  thinners  containing 
methylene  chloride.  Subsequently  the 
Commission  directed  the  stafl  to  consult  with 
the  TAB  on  methylene  chloride  labeling.  The 
Commission  has  scheduled  consideration  of 
this  matter  at  its  October  1  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION:  Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Deputy 
Secretary,  Offlce  of  the  Secretary,  Suite 


300, 1111 18th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20207;  Telephone  (202)  634-7700. 

[S-1451-81  Filed  9-23-Sl;  2:36  pm] 

BILUNO  CODE  6355-01-M 


2 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
September  30, 1981. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street,  N.W.,  board  room, 
sixth  floor,  Washington,  D.C, 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6679). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  to  Acquire  Control  of — County 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Westport,  Connecticut  BY  CFS 
Corporation,  Westport  Connecticut 
Branch  Office  Application — Home  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  San 
Diego,  San  Diego,  California 
Designation  of— William  O.  Churchill,  David 
E.  Cockcroft  John  B.  Landers  and  Mary 
Duke  Peters  as  Supervisory  Agents  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
Trust  Department  Application — Home 
Owners  federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
Refund  of  Insurance  Premiums 
Application  for  Authority  to  Acquire  Control 
of  and  for  Authority  to  Incur 
Indebtedness — Barrett  Holding  Company, 
Inc.,  Harrison,  Arkansas  BY  Guaranty 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Harrison, 
Arkansas 

Remote  Service  Unit  Application — 
Homestead  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Dayton,  Ohio 
Payments  of  Interest  on  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Demand  Deposits 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Advances. 

[No.  540,  September  23, 1981J 

IS-1455-81  Filed  9-23-81: 3:05  pm] 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD. 

[N-AR  81-351 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENr.  46  FR  46861, 
September  22, 1981. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  9  a.m.,  Tuesday,  September 
29, 1981. 


CHANGE  IN  meeting:  A  majority  of  the 
Board  has  determined  by  recorded  vote 
that  the  business  of  the  Board  requires 
revising  the  agenda  of  this  meeting  and 
that  no  earlier  announcement  was 
possible.  The  agenda  as  now  revised  is 
set  forth  below: 

status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Railroad  Accident  Report  Derailment  of 
Amtrak  Train  No.  97  on  Seaboard  Coastline 
Railroad  Track  at  Lochosa,  Florida,  May  26, 
1981,  and  Recommendations  to  the  President 
of  the  Family  Lines  and  to  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads. 

2.  Highway  Accident  Report  ARA 
Transportation  Group  Tour  Bus,  Denali 
National  Park  and  Preserve  (Mt.  McKinley 
National  Park),  Alaska,  June  15, 1981,  and 
Recommendations  to  the  National  Park 
Service. 

3.  Safety  Report  Status  of  Department  of 
Transportation  Hazardous  Material 
Regulatory  Programs  and  Recommendations 
to  the  Secretary,  DOT. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Sharon  Flemming  202- 
382-6525. 

September  23, 1981. 

IS-1456-81  Filed  9-23-81: 3:23  pm] 
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POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Board  of  Governors 
Meeting 

TIME  AND  date:  12  noon,  Tuesday, 
September  29, 1981. 

PLACE:  Postal  Service  Headquarters,  475 
L’Enfant  Plaza,  West,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20260. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Opinion  and 
Recommended  Decision  of  Postal  Rate 
Commission  dated  September  17, 1981, 
in  Postal  Rate  and  Fee  Changes,  1980 
(Commission  Docket  No.  R80-1).  (This 
special  meeting  is  a  continuation  of  the 
meeting  of  September  22, 1961.) 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Board,  W.  Allen  Sanders  (202)  245-4635. 

Dated:  September  22, 1981. 

W.  Allen  Sanders, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IS-1454-61  Filed  9-2961: 2:38  pm] 
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POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Board  of  Governors 

Notice  of  Votes  to  Change  Subject 

Matter  and  to  Close  Meeting 

On  September  22, 1981,  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  United  States  Postal 
Service  voted  to  change  the  subject 
matter  of  its  meeting  held  that  day  by 
adding  to  its  agenda  consideration  of  the 
Opinion  and  Recommended  Decision 
Upon  Further  Reconsideration  of  the 
Postal  Rate  Conunission  in  the 
proceeding  encaptioned  Postal  Rate  and 
Fee  Changes,  1980  (Commission  Docket 
No.  R80-1).  The  Governors  of  the  Postal 
Service  also  voted  to  close  to  public 
observation  a  portion  of  the  meeting. 

The  portion  closed  involved  a 
discussion  of  those  aspects  of  the 
Opinion  and  Recommended  Decision 
which  would  be  likely  to  concern 
specifically  the  Postal  Service’s 
participation  in  civil  litigation. 

By  unanimous  vote  the  Board 
determined,  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C. 
552b(e)(2],  that  the  business  of  the 
Postal  Service  required  that  the  Opinion 
and  Recommended  Decision  which  had 
been  issued  on  September  17, 1981,  be 
considered  at  this  meeting,  even  though 
it  had  not  been  on  the  agenda  of  the 
meeting  as  originally  publicly 
announced,  and  that  no  earlier 
announcement  of  the  change  was 
possible. 

In  a  separate  vote  the  Governors 
determined,  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C. 
552b  (d)(l]  and  (e)(2),  that  the  portion  of 
the  meeting  to  be  closed  was  exempt 
from  the  open  meeting  requirement  of 
the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(10)  in  that  it 
was  likely  to  specifically  concern 
agency  participation  in  a  civil  action  or 
proceeding. 

Each  of  the  Governors  voted  in  favor 
of  closing  this  portion  of  the  meeting 
which  was  attended  by  the  following 
persons:  Governors  Babcock,  Camp, 
Ching,  Hardesty,  Hughes,  Hyde,  Jenkins, 
and  Sullivan,  Postmaster  General 
Bolger,  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Board 
Sanders,  Counsel  to  the  Board  Califano. 
Peter  Hamilton,  Esq.,  of  the  firm  of 
Califano,  Ross  &  Heineman,  Senior 
Assistant  Postmaster  General  Finch, 
Assistant  Postmaster  General 
McCaffrey  and  Associate  General 
Counsel  Beck. 

Prior  to  the  September  22  meeting,  the 
Board  of  Governors  had  given  due 
public  notice  of  its  intention  to  hold  the 
meeting,  the  notice  and  the  proposed 
agenda  for  the  meeting  having  been 


published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  10, 1981,  (46  FR  45244).  Public 
notice  was  given  on  September  16, 1981, 
of  a  change  in  the  location  and  time  of 
the  September  22  meeting  (46  FR  46040- 
46056).  This  notice  also  indicated  that 
the  Opinion  and  Recommended 
Decision,  the  issuance  of  which  had 
been  announced  for  September  17, 
would  be  considered  by  the  Board  at  its 
September  22  meeting  and  noted  the 
possibility  that  a  portion  of  that  meeting 
would  be  closed.  The  Governors 
determined  at  the  September  22  meeting 
that  the  timely  discharge  of  their 
responsibilities  required  that  this 
portion  of  the  meeting  in  question 
should  be  closed,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  published  agenda  for  the 
meeting  had  not  stated  that  any  portion 
would  be  closed. 

The  Governors  determined  that  the 
public  interest  did  not  require  that  this 
portion  of  the  meeting  be  open  to  the 
public,  since  a  failure  to  discuss 
litigation  strategies  without  the 
inhibitions  to  candor  that  might  result 
from  holding  such  a  discussion  in  public 
(quite  possibly  with  opposing  counsel  in 
attendance)  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  public’s  interest  in  having  the 
Governors  arrive  at  their  Decision  only 
after  a  candid  evaluation  of  how  the 
various  alternative  open  to  them  might 
best  be  analyzed  in  the  light  of  pending 
litigation. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552B 
(c)(10),  the  Acting  General  Counsel  of 
the  United  States  Postal  Service 
certified  that  in  his  opinion  the  portion 
of  the  meeting  to  be  closed  might 
properly  be  closed  to  public 
observation. 

W.  Allen  Sanders, 

Acting  Secretary 
|S-1453-«1  Filed  9-23-81: 2:38  pm] 
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POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Board  of  Governors 
Notice  of  Vote  to  Close  Meeting 
On  September  22, 1981,  the  Governors 
of  the  United  States  Postal  Service  voted 
to  close  to  public  observation  the 
special  meeting  to  be  held  Tuesday, 
September  29, 1981.  The  meeting  to  be 
closed,  which  is  a  continuation  of  the 
September  22  meeting,  will  involve  a 
discussion  of  those  aspects  of  the 
Opinion  and  Recommended  Decision 
Upon  Further  Reconsideration  of  the 
Postal  Rate  Commission  in  the 
proceeding  encaptioned  Postal  Rate  and 
Fee  Changes  (1980)  (Commission  Docket 


No.  R80-1)  dated  September  17, 1981, 
which  would  be  likely  specifically  to 
concern  the  Postal  Service’s 
participation  in  civil  litigation. 

The  Governors  determined,  pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(10)  that  the  portion  of 
the  meeting  to  be  closed  was  exempt 
from  the  open  meeting  requirement  of 
the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act  in 
that  it  was  likely  specifically  to  concern 
agency  participation  in  a  civil  action  or 
proceeding. 

Each  of  the  Governors  voted  in  favor 
of  closing  the  meeting,  which  is 
expected  to  be  attended  by  Governors 
Babcock,  Camp,  Ching,  Hardesty, 

Hughes,  Hyde,  Jenkins,  and  Sullivan, 
Postmaster  General  Bolger,  Deputy 
Postmaster  General  Benson,  Secretary 
of  the  Board  Cox,  Counsel  to  the  Board 
Califano,  Senior  Assistant  Postmaster 
General  Finch,  Assistant  Postmaster 
General  McCaffrey,  Associate  General  .. 
Counsel  Beck  and  Peter  Hamilton,  Esq. 
of  the  firm  of  Califano,  Ross  & 

Heineman. 

The  Governors  determined  that  the 
public  interest  did  not  require  that  this 
meeting  be  open  to  the  public,  since  a 
failure  to  discuss  litigation  strategies 
without  the  inhibitions  to  candor  that 
might  result  from  holding  such  a 
discussion  in  public  (quite  possibly  with 
opposing  counsel  in  attendance)  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  public’s  interest 
in  having  the  Governors  arrive  at  their 
Decision  only  after  a  candid  analysis  of 
how  the  various  alternatives  open  to 
them  might  best  be  analyzed  in  the  light 
of  pending  litigation. 

W.  Allen  Sanders, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IS-1452-81  Filed  9-23-81:  2:39  pm] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER’’  CITATION  OP 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  46  FR  46277, 
SEPTEMBER  17, 1961. 

STATUS:  Closed  meeting. 
place:  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Monday, 
September  14, 1981. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Additional 
items.  The  following  items  will  be 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  September  24, 
1981,  following  the  10:00  a.m.  open 
meeting. 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeal. 
Regulatory  matter  regarding  financial 
institution. 
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Litigation  matters. 

Formal  order  of  investigation. 

Institution  and  settlement  of  administrative 
proceedings  of  an  enforcement  nature. 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans, 
Thomas,  and  Longstreth  determined  by 
vote  that  Commission  business  required 
consideration  of  these  matters  and  that 
no  earlier  notice  thereof  was  possible. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact;  Diane 
Klinke  at  (202)  272-2178. 

September  22, 1981. 
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